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Current Topics. 
The Late Mr. Westlake. 

A LAWYER like the late Mr. WESTLAKE does not attain the 
prominence with the public—or, indeed, with the profession—of an 
advocate in large practice or of a judge of striking personality. 
His chief work lay in the domains of private and public inter- 
national law, and neither leads to notoriety. Private international 
law—for which Conflict of Laws is perhaps a better title—is only 
international in the sense that a foreign system of law has to be 
applied in the home court. It was in expounding and simplify- 
ing the rules under which this is done that Mr. WESTLAKE first 
made his mark. Public international law is a matter of wider 
and more important scope, and he contributed to this both by his 
later writings, by his suggestions—in particular, in regard to the 
Anglo-Venezuelan boundary dispute in 1896—for the settlement of 
disputes by arbitration, and by his membership, as a representa- 
tive of this country, of the International Court of Arbitration at 
the Hague. That is a court which is destined to acquire 
increased importance in the near future, and its influence, 
founded on the sympathy and support of the sounder 
elements in all nations, will prevail over the apparent reversion 
of the age to methods of force. The work of such men as 
WESTLAKE prepares the way for the practical working of this 
court, and its ultimate reward will be in the prevalence of peace. 


The Powers of the Discipline Committee. 

Tue Soxicirors Bitt, which has been introduced in the 
House of Lords by Lord LoreBuRN and read a second time, 
proposes an important extension of the powers of the Discipline 
Committee. Under the Solicitors Act, 1888, the functions of the 
committee are confined to the holding of an inquiry in cases of 
alleged misconduct by a solicitor, and reporting thereon to the 
High Court; and the actual order aflecting the solicitor’s 
status, in case the misconduct is proved, is made by the High 
Court. The present Bill dispenses with the nec:ssity for this 
report, and enab'es the committee itsslf to make an order 
striking the solici:or off the ro 1 or suspending him from practice. 
Thus under clause 5, which will replace section 13 of the Act of 
1888, the committee will hold an inquiry as at present, but will 
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have power to make, without reference to the court, any such order 
as the court can now make upon its report. An order so made, how- 
ever, will be subject to appeal to the High Court in accordance 
with rules to be made by the Master of the Rolls, with the 
concurrence of the Lord Chancellor or the Lord Chief Justice, or 
one of them. Clause 6 extends the powers of the committee as 
regards the taking of evidence, and clause 7 requires that 
every order made by the committee under the Act shall be in 
writing signed by the chairman, and shall be prefaced by a state- 
ment of the findings of the committee in relation to the facts of 
the case, and shall be filed with the registrar—that is, with the 
Law Society. If the order is for striking off the roll or 
suspension from practice, the operative part will be published in the 
London Gazette. Clause 4 provides for the strengthening of the 
committee by allowing the appointment on it of any past member 
of the Council of the Law Society practising in England. At 
present, membership of the Discipline Committee is confined to 
members of the Council. The effect of the Bill is to assimilate 
the jurisdiction of the Discipline Committee to that of the benchers 
of the Inns of Courts, and to make solicitors masters in their own 
house. 


The Late Lord Gorell. 

Lorp GoreLi, the news of whose death has been received 
with profound regret, was still, in the judicial sense, a 
comparatively young man; although he had served nearly 
twenty years on the bench and had retired three years ago, 
he was not much over sixty when the illness, which at more 
than one period of his career had temporarily disabled him 
from public service, at last proved fatal. Success came early to 
him at the bar; but, as his practice lay chiefly in shipping cases, 
this is not unusual. In the Commercial Court, and still more in 
the Admiralty Court, a man requires influence to get a start at 
all ; and if he adds great ability to some connection, he has a fair 
prospect of taking silk before he is forty, and reaching the High 
Court a few years later. Although GorELL BARNES was an 
Admiralty, not a Divorce, practitioner at the bar, it is a curious 
paradox that his eminence as a judge is due to his services in the 
Divorce, not the Admiralty Court. The mere Divorce Court 
practitioner, indeed, is apt to take a purely technical and practical 
view of a human relationship which is profoundly interesting and 
important ; he fails to see the wood for the trees; and if he 
reaches the bench he is not likely to exhibit insight or breadth 
of public vision in his dealings with the cases befure him. JOHN 
STuArT MILL once remarked that no one will ever add anything 
to political economy unless he is a great many other things in 
addition to an economist, and the same may be said of a Divorce 
Court judge. It was because he brought a fresh, as well as 
very powerful and extremely earnest mind to bear on the social 
problems which faced him in one of the three courts over which he 
presided, first as a puisne judge and afterwards as President, 
that Lord GORELL becare a legal reformer of our marriage laws, 
Probably the task which he undertook when he secured, by bis 
persistency, the appointment of that Divorce Commission over 
which he presided in the years after his retirement will leave, in 
the long run, a more enduring mark on our legal institutions 
than either the Married Women’s Property Acts, or the statutes 
which legalized trade unions. 

Lord Gorell asa Judge. 

UNLIKE MOST reformers, judicial or extra-judicial, Lord 
GORELL was the most impassive of men. He had not the 
mental activity and unceasing energy which were such 
ma’ ked features in ano‘ her great judicial advocate of legal reform, 
Lord Chancellor Broucuam. He had nothing of the religious and 
emotional fervour which the author of the Judicature Acts, Lord 
CAIRNS, used occasionally to bring into mundane affairs. He 
never shewed any passionate hatred of injustice, nor did he ever 
denounce wrongdoing in tones of thunder—as Lord RussELL OF 
KILLOWEN was sometimes wont to do. Still less had he any of 
the excitability, the irritability, the fussiness, and the petty vanity 
which are apt to be the weaknesses of lesser reformers. His 
was essentially a masculine mind, eminently sang, calm, and even 
cold. He talked always, in court and elsewhere, the plainest 


contempt for rhetoric ani any trace of imagination which 
usually is assoiated with minds more philistine than his. He 
never made jokes in court, and never smiled at those of others, 
He never lost his temper, never was impatient, never was 
rude to anyone, and never took any notice of rudeness 
when offered to himself. In trying a case, and in summing-up 
to a jury, he was the incarnation of impartiality; he put the 
points on either side with mechanical and almost bloodless 
fairness ; he never gave the slightest hint of his own view until 
his decision disclosed it. Whatever his views on marital 
questions may have been, he never gave any sign of them in his 
actual work as a judge ; probably no other divorce judge has been 
so successful in shewing a complete absence of bias either on the 
man’s side or the woman’s side. It was largely this wonderful 
calmness and impartiality of intellect which gave to his expressed 
opinions on some burning problems of marriage law greater 
weight with the profession than usually attaches to the pro- 
nouncements of judges upon social and ethical problems. 


Lord Gorell as Divorce Reformer. 

Ir was his practical experience as a judge accustomed to deal 
with matrimonial causes that led Lord GorELL slowly to form the 
two leading opinions on domestic relationships which are usually 
associated with his name. ‘The first of these related to the rigid 
opposition which our law affords to the complete dissolution of the 
marriage-tie ; the second related to the extraordinary laxity itshews 
in permitting married women to obtain separation orders from their 
husbands for what are often trivial reasons. Lord GORELL’s views 
on both matters were probably more or less those expressed in the 
majority report of the Divorce Commission, although his practical 
love of compromise may have induced him to subordinate his 
own opinions on one or two points for the sake of agreement with 
his colleagues. As regards divorce, he considered it unreasonble 
and illogieal for our marriage laws to debar from divorce persons 
who had lost irretrievably every benefit of the marriage-tie, the 
pretence for such refusal being a desire to preserve the unity of 
the family ; while at the same-time this sacred unity is equally 
interfered with by judicial separations or magisterial separ- 
ation orders, which are freely granted to married women 
in every part of the country. He considered it absurd that 
we should denounce the lax divorce laws of the United 
States, when, in fact, our own law is equally lax—for the separa- 
tion order in England takcs the place of the American divorce in 
every respect, except the fact that the separated parties are not 
free to marry again. But while on this point difference of 
opinion may exist as to the wisdom of Lord GORELL’s 
proposals, there is more agreement upen his other leading 
proposal. If was in his judgment in the case of Dodd vy. Dodd 
(1906, P. 189, at pp. 203-4), that he drew attention to the 
unsettling efect upon married life which had resulted from the 
passing of the Married Women’s Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1895. 
That far-reaching statute, he pointed out, had scarcely been dis- 
cussed in Parliament; yet the result was the existence of an 
enormous number of separation orders, the effect of which was 
that a husband, possibly guilty of some slight fault or error of 
judgment, was bound for life to maintain a spouse who was rel’eved 
from cohabiting with him. He arrived at the conclusion that, in 
cases of serious matrimonial offence, a separation order was inade- 
quate relief to the victim ; in less serious cases it was an excessive 
punishment on the wrongdoer ; in both alike it was bad from 
the point of view of public policy and the preservation of domestic 
institutions. He drew attention to the German Civil Code, 
ss. 1564 to 1576, and to the French Code Napoléon, as containing 
a juster and wiser method of dealing with matrimonial discord 
than that which prevails in England. Lord GORELL’s judgment 
in this case will doubtless be in the future the battle-ground 


'upon which will be fought out to a finish a fundamental issue 


in our social institutions. 


The French Law of Cheques. 


THe First Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine, presided over 
by M. MoNNtEgR, has just given a decision for which the financial 
community had been waiting with some impatience. The case 
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the Bank of France. The use of cheques, as we know them, only 
became general in France in 1865. The Bank of France had, 
however, foreseen their importance, and in 1824 brought into 
use two instruments : the cheque or white draft, and the transfer 
or red draft. The white draft upon the Bank of France is a 
cheque, by means of which a person who has no account in the 
bank receives from it payment of an amount which is placed to 
the debit of a customer. The red draft is an instrument which 
allows two customers of the bank to transfer from one to the 
other a specified sum. The use of these transfers or red drafts 
has of late years greatly increased. In January, 1912, a life 
assurance company, in a large way of business in Paris, requested 
M. de VERNEUIL, a stockbroker, to purchase for them a certain 
amount of Government Rentes, and at the same time forwarded a 
cheque for 200,000 frances on HeNrotte & MULLER, bankers, in 
settlement of the transaction. The day after this cheque was 
received by M. DE VERNEUIL, a clerk in his employment took it to 
the bank on which it was drawn, and in the course of business 
received payment, not in cash, but ina red draft on the Bank 
of France. 


Drafts on the Bank of France. 


THIS DRAFT was presented in the afternoon at the Bank of 
France, but payment was refused, inasmuch as HeNrorre & 
MULLER had stopped payment in the interval between the receipt 
of the red draft and its presentment at the Bank of France. The 
assurance company thereupon contended that the stockbroker had 
been guilty of negligence or breach of duty in taking the red 
draft instead of at once requiring payment in cash, and claimed 
from the stockbroker, in the alternative, 6,321 francs Rentes, or the 
payment of 200,000 francs, the amount of the cheque on the insol- 
vent bank, and 20,000 francs damiges by reason of the discredit 
they had incurred by the protest of the cheque. The defence, as 
might have been anticipated, was that everything which had been 
done by the stockbroker was in the ordinary course of business, and 
that the company were responsible for the amount of the cheque. 
The court were clearly of opinion that no actionable wrong on the 
part of the stockbroker was established, for, in the first place, it 
appeared to be a general and convenient practice, in business 
transactions of some magnitude, to -receive payment in the form of 
a red draft, thereby avoiding any risk in the transport of notes 
or coin; and secondly, there was no proof that, if the clerk had 
asked for payment in cash, he would have received the amount, as 
the stoppage of the bank was imminent, and might have occurred 
at any moment. The importance of this decision is enhanced by 
the fact that attempts have recently been made to secure an 
international code of the law of bills of exchange and negotiable 
instruments, and there is nothing in the usages of the Bank of 
France to prevent the decision from being read with interest by 
the bankers of this country and their customers. 


Clogging the Equity and Debentures. 

It APPEARS that the H use of Lords will shortly have the 
opportunity of deciding whether the doctrine of clogging the 
equity of redemption applies to floating charges created by 
debentures covering the property of a company. The general 
doctrine was reaffirmed in Salt v. Marquis of Northampton (1892, 
A. C. 1) but, as is well known, it has since then been frequently 
before the courts. In Samuel v. Jarrah Timber Corporation (1904, 
A. ©. 323) it was felt to be somewhat incongruous to apply to 
loans made to a tradi»g company arule whch had been origin- 
ally devised by the Court of Chancery for the protection of 
impecunious borrowe s; but the rule, as Lord MACNAGHTEN 
observed, had prevailed too long to be set aside in a particular 
case, and an option to purchase debenture stock which was the 
subject of the security was there declared void. In De Beers 
Mines v. British South Africa Co., where it was alleged that an 
exclusive licence to work diamond grounds had been granted as 
part of the consideration for an issue of debentures, an attempt 
was made to exclude debentures from the doctrine, but it failed m 
the Court of Appeal (1910, 2 Ch. 502). In the House of Lords 
(1912, A. C. 52) it was held that, in fact, the licence was no part 
of the mortgage transaction, and hence it became unnecessary to 
decide the point as to clogging the equity. On that point the 


House of Lords treated the question as an open one, and clearly 
invited its further discussion. It has arisen again in Kreglinger 
& Co. v. New Patagonia Meat Co. (29 T. L. R. 393), where an 
issue of debentures was accompanied by an option to purchase, 
during a specified time, certain goods comprised in the security. 
The debentures were paid off within that time, and SWINFEN 
Eaby, J., held that the option was gone. The Court of Appeal 
last, week, being bound by its own decision in the De Beers Case, 
dismissed an appeal (7imes, 21st inst.), and the case, we gather, 
is to go to the House of Lords. 


Exemptions from Reversion Duty. 


AN INTERESTING question as to the meaning of the word 
“ purchase” in section 14 (1) of the Finance Act, 1910, has 
been decided by the Court of Appeal in Jnland Revenue Com- 
missioners V. Gribble (Times, 24:h inst.). By section 13 reversion 
duty is imposed, and section 14 introduces various exemptions. 
The first exemption is “where in the case of a reversion to a 
lease purchased before April 30th, 1909, the lease on which the 
reversion is expectant determines within forty years of the date 
of the purchase.” Now in an Act dealing with real property it 
is obvious that the word “ purchase” requires to be used with 
caution. It may, as BuckLey, L.J., pointed out, be used in any 
one of four senses—namely (1) the vulgar or commercial meaning 
of,buying for monoy ; (2) a purchase for money or money's worth, 
which would include the case of an exchange ; (3) a purchase for 
valuable consideration, which would include the consideration of 
marriage ; and (4) the acquisition of property otherwise than by 
descent. Inthe present case a reversion on a lease falling in in 
1910 was conveyed by a marriage settlement made in 1888, so 
that if “ purchase” included the third meaning the exemption 
would apply. The learned Lord Justice held that this was the 
effect of the statute, basing his judgment on the consideration 
that sections 13 and 14 together fixed the duty, and that if it 
was payable this could only be in pursuance of clear words. 
But the majority of the court (Cozens-HArpy, M.R, and 
KenNepby,. L.J.), gave a more restricted meaning to the exemp- 
tion, and confined it, apparently, to purchaser in the first sense ; 
where, that is, there is the ordinary relation of buyer and 
seller. Hence the case did not fall within the exemption, and 
reversion duty was payable. Probably this is in accordance with 
the scope of the Act, but a draftsman using a technical word 
like “ purchase” should make sure of his meaning. 


Stamp Duty on Sale of Foreign Patents, 

WE NOTICED (ante, p. 122) the decision of Horrince, J., in 
Urban v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, as to the stamp duty on 
an agreement for sale of foreign patents. This must bear ad 
valorem duty unless the papents can be regarded as “ property 
locally situate out of the United Kingdom,” within the meaning 
of section 59 of the Stamp Act, 1891. As we pointed out, the 
Court of Appeal in Smelting Co. of Austraiia v. Inland Revenue 
Commissioners (1897, 1 Q. B. 175) held that foreign patents were 
not locally situate abroad ; but in Jnland Revenue Commissioners 
v. Muller’s Margarine Co, (1901, A. C. 217) the House of Lords 
decided that goodwill of a business carried on upon premises 
abroad was thus situate. In Urhan’s Case (supra) Horrivee, J., 
held that this had not overruled the earlier case as to foreign 
patents, and the Court of Appeal (Times, 22nd inst.) have now 
affirmed his decision. ‘The imposition of the duty in respect of 
foreign patents may be a hardship, but they have not a local 
situation in the same sense as goodwill attached to particular 
premises. 

Hire-Purchase Agreements and Mortgagees. 

Tue courts have struggled, with varying success, against the 
application of the rule that fixtures belong to the owner of the 
land in such a way as to enable mortgagees of the land to 
appropriate the property—if we may use this term without 
begging the question—of other persons. The point has arisen 
in numerous recent cases where chattels have been affixed to 
land under the hire-purchase or other system not requiring 
immediate payment, subject to the right of the owner of the 
chattels to sever and retake them if there is ultimate default in 
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allowed to take the quondam chattels without paying for them, 
save only in the case where they were on the premises at the 
time of the mortgage and were included in the valuation, and where 
also he had no notice of tha owner’s rights. And this unfairness 
was originally recognized by Nortu, J., in Cumberland Banking Co. 
v. Maryport Iron Co, (1892, 1 Ch. 415), and he declined to allow 
to the mortgagees a better title to machinery than the mortgagors 
had themselves. But since then the enforcement of strict legal 
rights has prevailed over this equitable doctrine, and where the 
mortgigee gets the legal estate without notice of the rights of 
the owner of the chattels, he can assert his right to-them against 
such owner. It has been held, indeed, that while he abstains 
from going into possession, he impliedly gives the owner of the 
chattels licence to enter and remove them—at any rate, if the 
chattels have b en aflixed after the mortgage (Gough v. ood 
d Co, 1894, 1 Q. B. 713); but by entering into possession he 
determines this licence, and he may then keep the chattels 
against the owner of them, whether they were affixed before 
(Hobson v. Gorrvinae, 1897, 1 Ch, 182), or after (Reynolds v. Ashby 
ad: Son, 1904, A. C. 461) the creation of the mortgage (compare 
Ellis vy. Glover & Hobson (Limited), 1908, 1 K. B. 388). In other 
words, the mortgagee is allowed to have the value of his security 
increased at the expense of the owner of the machinery or other 
chattels. 


The Equitable Rights of the Owners of Chattels. 

But, AS we have already said, the above subversion of the 
true rights depends on the mortgagee obtaining the legal esta e 
without notice. It was the result—probably undesigned —of 
the Judicature Acts that the doctrine of the legal estate survived, 
notwithstanding the expressed intention in favour of the 
prevalence of equity. Some day this question will have to be 
reconsidered, and it will bave to be determined whether there is 
really such value in the legal «state that it should be allowed to 
play havoc with equitalle rights. In the absence of the legal 
estate, however, there is no doubt that equities must rank in 
their proper order, and this is as true in regard to fixtures as to 
any other property. This was perceived by PAnKER, J., in Re 
Samuel Allen & Sons (1907, 1 Ch. 575), and that decision is not 
the least noteworthy of his contributions to the law as a 
judge of first instance. It was argued before him that a 
hiring agreement under which chattels became affixed to 
the land was a mere personal agreement, and created no 
equitable interest in the  Jand. But this contention 
he rejected. Such agreements, he held, “ create an equitable 
interest by which a subsequent mortgagee who does not get in 
the legal estate is bound, and, applying the ordinary principles 
of priorities as between the interest of the hirer ”—it should bs 
lessor —“ under the hiring agreement and the interest created by 
the equitable mortgage, the interest created by the hiring 
agreement takes precedence.” It is an obvious cor lary from this, 
that where an equitable charge is created on the property of a 
company by the issue of debentures, the charge ranks behind 
the equitable interest created by a hire purchase agreement, and 
so Eve, J., has held in /’e Morrison, Jones, d& Taylor (Limited), 
Cookes v. The Company (reported elsewhere). In the absence ef 
a trust deed or other instrument passing the legal estate, the 
debenture-holders take subject to all prior equities, and they 
cannot, by obtaining the appointment of a receiver and so 
crystallizing their charge, exclude such equity. Some years ago 
a Bill—the Mortgage of Premises Bill—designed to redress the 
injustice in question, was before the House of Commons, but we 
have not noticed its recent re-introduction. 








In the House of Lorde, on Wednesday, Earl Loreburn, in moving the 
second reading of the Solicitors Bill, explained that its object was to 
invest the Committee of the Law Sox lety with greater power and 
authority. By this Bill applications to etrike the name of a solicitor 
off the roll of solicitors or to answer allegations would be made to the 
Committee of the Law Society, and the Committee of the Law Society 
would have power to impose the appropriate sentence. The committee, 
instead of being merely a reporting body, would be invested by this 
Bill with authority, subject always to appeal. This measure would in 
crease the responeibility and authority of the committee, and it would 


not do harm to any one, because it provided for appeal to the judges. 
The Bill was read a second time. 4 


Surnames as. Trade-Marks. 


| PARAGRAPH 5 of section 9 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, provides 
| that any other distinctive mark (i.e. other than those included in 
| the preceding paragraphs) may be registered, but that a name or 
word, which does not fall within the preceding paragraphs of the 
section, is not to be deemed a distinctive mark except by order 
of the Board of Trade or the court. An application to register 
a name or word under these provisions is termed a “ special 
application.” The question has arisen whether a surname can 
be made the subject of a special application, or whether it is 
excluded from the category of registrable trade-marks. This 
question has recently come before the Court of Appeal, 
incidentally in the Benz Case (30 R. P.C. 177) and directly in 
Lea’s Case (30 R. P. C. 216). Warrineton, J., decided, in the 
| case of Pope’s Electric Lamp Co. (Lim ted) (28 R. P. C. 629) that in 
|no circumstances can a surname come within the category of 
registrable trade-marks, and that any amount of user would not 
establish that it was adapted to distingaish ; and when Lea’s Cay 
was before Joyce, J., he held (29 RK. P. C. p. 175) that a mere 
surname dves not fall within the category; but when, two 
months later, the Len: Case came before him, he does not appear 
to have held the same view, because he there said (29 R, P. C. 
p. 360) that a mere surname cannot be registered unless or until 
an order of the Board of Trade or the court is obtained. 

When Lea’s Case came before the Court of Appeal, the 
Solicitor-General, who appeared for the Comptroller, said that 
he did not suggest that under no circumstances could surnames 
he registered, but he said that as a rule they were not “ adapted 
to distinguish.” In Lea’s Case the mark which was sought t» be 
registered on a special application was the word “ Boardman’s,” 
and a considerable number of affidavits were filed to prove that 
tobacco, sold as “ Boardman’s,” was regarded as tobacco coming 
from the applicants’ and no other firm. The view taken by 
FARWELL, L.J., was that, assuming “ Boardman’s” had been used 
as a trade-mark within the last clause of section 9, the evidence 
was quite insufficient to establish that ‘‘ Boardman’s” was a 
distinctive mark. Buck.ey, L.J., said that the question whether 
a surname was registrable or not registrable was not in 
question in the case and had not been argued, and therefore 
declined to express any opinion on it. HAamitton, L.J., on the 
point under consideration, said that he agreed with what 
WARRINGTON, J., said in Pope's Case, with a reservation as to the 
proposition that a name could not become adapted to distinguish 
by any amount of user, as to which be expressed no opinion. But 
we cannot imagine, after what was said by the Solicitor-General, 
that in the future it will be contended that a surname is not 
within the category of registrable trade-marks for the purposes 
of section 9, (5), though it is self-evident that every surname cannot 
fall within the category. A common surname such as Smith, 
Brown, or Jones cannot be adapted to distinguish the goods of 
an individual trader from those of others in the same trade, 
which is the true test. A surname which is an uncommon one 
may, it seems to us, be well adapted to distinguish, and there- 
fore be a good trade-mark. 

In Leas Case the name “ Boardman” was by no means 
a common one, and might well be adapted to distinguish the 
tobacco of the applicants from that of other tobacconists, 
unless there were other tobacconists trading under that name. 
Some of the Lords Justices threw out a suggestion that 
“Boardman’s” was not a surname, on account of the ap-s- 
trophe “s,” ard should be treated as a phrase or an elliptical 
expression to indicate some connection w.th “ Boardman’s,” but 
this, if we may be allowed to say so, borders on the puerile. 
In the Benz Case the question of surname only arose indirectly, 
because the application there was not a special application 
to register a name or word, but an ordinary application to 
register a device. This device, which is to be found depicted 
in 30 R. P. C. at page 178, consisted of three concentric circles, 
between twoof which was a border of foliage, and in the centre 
was “ Benz” in extremely distorted and, as it seems to us, 





extremely uncommon type. The applicants contended that the 
whole constituted a distinctive device, and, if not, that it was 4 
name of a company, individual, or firm represented in a special or 
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particular manner within paragraph 1 of section 9. The Court 
of Appeal were against the applicants on both these contentions, 
but we venture to think that the Court of Appeal were wrong, 
in particular on the first point. A device has to be looked at as 
a whole, and we certainly think thet the device in question as 
a whole, when regarded, as it should be, from the common sense 
and commercial point of view, was distinctive, and that the 
application should have been acceded to on that ground. 

In spite of having decided that the mark was not a distinctive 
device, the Court of Appeal were considerate enough to tell the 
applicants that if they went back to the Comptreller and made 
a fresh application to register the mark, witha disclaimer of the 
word “ Benz,” nothing that the court said would prevent them 
from doing so; and having decided that the word “ Benz” by 
itself was not distinctive, the court said that their decision would 
not prejudice the applicants in gving to the Comptroller and 
making a special application for the registration of the word 
« Benz” alone. 








Contracts for the Public Service. 
IL 


IN our previous article we commented on two of the ingenious 
arguments advanced by Mr. Danckwenrts, K.C., against the 
more obvious interpretation of 22 Geo, LIL. c. 45; three others 
remain to be indicated. The one which we will take next was as 
follows: It was contended that the Secretary of State for India 
was not within the meaning of “any other person or persons 
whatsoever,” from contracting with whom, on account of the 
public service, a member of Parliament is debarred by section 1 
of the Act of 1782. For clearly thos: words must be read 
ejusdem generis with the officers enumerated in the section. 
These, at first sight, certainly do not appear to include anyone 
whose status is on all-fours with that of the Indian Secretary. 
The Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury are named ; clearly, 
he bears no resemblance to these. Then come the “Commis- 
sioners of the Navy or Victualling Office,” now represented by 
the Lords of the Admiralty; these, too, are a long distance 
removed from him. Next, the secfion enumerates “the Master- 
General or Board of Ordnance”; this brings in the modern 
War Secretary, but scarcely an ordinary Secretary of State. 
These are the persons to be construed ejusdem generis with “ other 
person or persons.” But here again the Judicial Committee took 
tae broad view that the ejusdem generis rule of interpretation 
must not be pressed so as to defeat the plain intent of a statute. 
The mischief of the Act would have applied in 1782 just as much 
to the Secretary of State as to anyone else. The persons named 
in the Act form part of a “class” (Government Depariments), 
of which he is ene. That class is the ‘other persons” 
of the section. Hence, in 1782 the Secretary of State was 
within the ambit of the prohibition as one of the “other 
yersons”” referred to. Therefore, since the Indian Secretary 
is simply “one of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of 
State,” to whom, as a matter of convenience, the affairs of 
India are delegated, he also is covered by the words of 
prohibition. ° 

Fourthly, it was with extreme subtlety argued that—assum- 
ing the Indian Secretary to be hit by the statute—yet the 
actual contract was not made with him. It was made with the 
“ Secretary of State for India in Council,” i.e., with the Council 
of India, which by the Government of India Act, 1858, is a cor- 
poration which can sue and is sued assuch. Hence the contract 
was made with a “corporation” ; and a corporation was not in 
1782 a “person” for the purposes of a penal statute. Here, 
again, a tempting question was brushed aside and evaded by the 
Judicial Committee. They held that, in substance, the trans- 
action was, in fact, with the Indian Secretary, although he bad to 
obtain the concurrence of his Council in making it—a concurrence 
he could ensure by his powers of nomination and dismissal. 
The transaction was not with the Secretary in Council in his 
corporate capacity, but with him personally as representative of 
the Crown. 

Lastly, a clever attempt was made to restrict the Act of 1782 











to purely British affairs by praying in aid the later Act of 1801. 
That statute (41 George III. ¢. 52) was passed in contemplation 
of the union between the British and Irish Parliaments, and 
imposed disqualification for a seat in the new Union Parliament 
on anyone who had a contract with the Irish Treasury or other 
person on behalf of the public service in Ireland. The necessity 
for this statute, it was argued, shewed that the Act of 1782 
did not automatically extend to other dominions of the Crown 
than that of Great Britain, when, by conquest or otherwise, they 
become subordinate to the control of the Imperial Legislature. 
For if it had so automatically extended, the Act of 1801 would 
have heen mere surplus legis'ation. Hence it did not extend to 
India, in the absence of an express stipulation that it should do so 
in the Indian Government Act of 1858. But to this contention the 
Judicial Committce found several answers, only one of which 
need be given here. Suppose the Act of 1801 were surplusage, 
passed er abundanti cautela! Such a supposition is quite admis- 
sible. Not only sections in a statute, but a whole statute, may 
he ex abundanti cautela and not really necessary! A _ bold 
suggestion, and one which strikes the keynote of the judgment 
which Lord HALDANEread. No technicality of interpretation, no 
formal rules of legal pedaniry, the Judicial Committee in 
effect decided, were to stand in the way of giving to the Act its 
plain, sensible and obvious meaning. 

With regard to the two very intere sting questions which also 
arise out of the STUART SAMUEL case, namely the anomalous 
position of penal actions in our system of jurisprudence, and the 
adaptation of an Order of Reference under the Judicial Com- 
mittee Act of 1833 to a new class of questions, we have only 
space to touch upon these very briefly. 

The Act of 1782 provided that any member sitting and voting 
in the House of Commons after becoming disqualified under the 
statute should be liable to a penalty of £500 for each day on 
which he so acted. Now penal actions are technically civil 
proceedings, and conform to all the rules of procedure which 
govern civil actions, yet their purpose is to punish criminal 
conduct, or conduct which the law probibits. But the distinction 
between a crime and a civil wrong is well settled; it has three 
aspects. A crime is, first of all, an injury to the public as 
opposed to a private person. Next, its sanction is a punish- 
ment imposed on the wrongdoer, not the payment of com- 
pensation or the making of restitution to the victim-—as is 
the case with civil wrongs. Again, criminal proceedings are 
taken on behalf of the Crown, although in most cases any person 
may institute them, and in the case of summary jurisdiction 
offences they are laid in the name, not of the King, but 
of the prosecutor who takes out the summons (see Kenny’s 
Criminal Law, chapter 1). A corollary of this last principle is 
that the Crown can remit the sanction in the case of criminal 
proceedings by virtue of its prerogative of pardon, and the 
Attorney-General can stop such proceedings at any stage by 
nolo prosequi on the writ; neither of these prerogatives exists 
in the case of a civil proceeding. There the party injured can 
insist on his pound ef flesh, whatever Crown or Attorney- 
General may choose to say. Now, when our constitutional 
lawyers in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries were 
faced with the very real danger of monarehical or govern- 
mental tyranny, they had to devise punishments for wrongdoers 
to which neither pardon nor nolo prosequi could impose any 
obstacle. The happy idea occurred to them of making the 
wrongs to be punished “civil” wrongs, against any common 
informer who chose to sue for the penalty provided in the 
statute! Thus arose “ penal actions,” which were unknown to the 
common law, and are entirely the creature of statute. [tis worth 
while noting that a penal action differs from other civil pro- 
ceedings in another important respect: the penalty is not 
remissible by the plaintiff. A penal action cannot be compro- 
mised by the informer who commences it without the leave of 
the court (18 Eliz. ce. 5). A pardon granted by the Crown is 
a bar to a penal action when granted before action brought, 
but not as a general rule after action brought, for then 
the plaintiff has acquired a vested interest in the penalty. 
In some cases, too, a penal action can only be brought by a 








person who has a locus standi to bring it, 1.2, is In some way 
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specially aggrieved by the illegality complained of, and not a mere 
common informer (Bradlaugh vy. Clark, 8 App. Cas. 354). How 
fur the principle laid down in Pradlaugh’s Case affects the penal 
actions commenced against Sir STUART SAMUEL is a difficult 
question of construction on what it is not easy to express a very 
ce nfident opinion. 

It only remains to say a few words about the practice which 
governs references to the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. Although the user made of the power to refer in Sir 
Stuart Samuel's Case is quite novel with regard to a question of 
law arising within the United Kingdom, it is far from novel in 
certain cases arising elsewhere in the empire. Appeals to the 
Judicial Committee against the decision of a court may be by 
right of grant or by special leave (ante, p. 316). But the Crown 
has power, under the Judicial Committee Act (3 & 4 Will. 
LV. c. 41, s. 4), to refer to the Judicial Committee a matter in 
dispute not arising out of a decision of a court. Hence a 


practice has grown up of preferring a petition to the Crown | 


in such cases, stating the grievance complained of, and 
praying for a special reference under the Act to the Judicial 
Committee ; and the practice is sanctioned by the Appellate 
Jurisdiction Act, 1909. Among points so specially referred, 
or suggested by the Judicial Committee to be capable of 
special reference, may be mentioned the petition of a colonial 
Chief Justice against his suspension by the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies: /e the suspension of Mr. J. B. WALKER 
(Times, December 16th, 1908); the award of a Governor in Council 
administering the estate of a native prince: Re Nawab of Surat 
(1854, 9 Moo, 88); the decrees of a British political agent in a 
protected native State : Hemchand Devchand v. Azam Sakarlal 
Chotamlal (1906, A. C. 212, at p. 221); and the complaint of the 
inhabitants of Jersey against certain Orders in Council issued by 
the Governor: Je the State sof Jersey (1853, 9 Moo. 185). 











Reviews. 
Medical Partnerships. 

MEDICAL PARTNERSHIPS, TRANSFERS, AND ASSISTANTSHIPS. (NEW 
EpitioN, RevisED AND AMPLIFIED.) By WitLtiAM BARNARD, 
M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-law, and G. Bertram Stocker, Managing 
Director of the Scholastic, Clerical, and Medical Association 
(Limited). The Scholastic, Clerical, and Medical Association 
(Limited), 22, Craven street, Trafalgar-square, W.C. 10s. 6d. net 
The first part of this work deals with agreements, giving forms of 

articles of partnership between medical men and other documents 

with practical notes, and the second explains various legal matters 


work has been divided into two parts. Part L. contains a statement 
of the law of copyright under the Copyright Act, 1911, as regards 
the right itself, its duration, its assignment, and its infringement, and 
of the law in regard to particular matters, such as kinematograph 
works—a word which the autbor happily knows better than the 
Legislature how to spell. This part also contains chapters on colonial 
and international copyright. Part II. contains the text of the Act 
of 1911, and the statutes which have survived the consolidation 
effected by that Act, the various conventions with foreign countries, 
and the United States Copyright Act, 19¢9. An Appendix contains 
forms of agreement, assignment, licence, &c. The book is well 
written, and deals clearly with the many intricacies of the subject. 
It will be found of substantial use in matters relating to dramatic 
copyright. 








Books of the Week. 


International Law.—Students’ Leading Cases and Statutes 
on International Law. Arranged and Edited, with Notes, by 
NorMAN Bentwicu, Barr:ster-at-Law. With an Introductory Note 
by Profe:sor L. Oppennerm, Whewell Professor of International 
Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 12s. 6d. 





Correspondence. 


Incidence of Non-sitting Arbitrator’s Costs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—We are acting for the claimant in an arbitration under the 
Lands Clauses Acts, the promoters being a municipal corporation. 
Each side appointed its own arbitrator in the usual way ; but the 
two arbitrators failed to agree upon an umpire, and so the latter was 
appointed by the Board of Trade. 

Cony shortly before the hearing, the promoters withdrew their 
arbitrator altogether. No notice of this was given either to us or 
to the other arbitrator, but the latter became aware of the fact, and 
so did not attend at the hearing in order to sit with the umpire, who 
consequently sat alone. 

The claimant’s arbitrator had surveyed the property to be 
acquired, and had prepared plans thereof, and he now requires 
payment for his work. It seems to us that his charges can be 
properly included in the claimant’s costs of the reference, and will be 
payable by the promoters. Is this so? We do not see how the 
umpire can include the charges in the costs of his award, as he was 
not appointed by the arbitrators, and they did not sit with him. 

We have been unable to find any answer to our question in such 
text-books as we have consulted. Perhaps one of your readers has 
had a similar experience, and will kindly reply to this letter 
through your columns. CLAIMANT'S SOLICITORS, 

April 23. 











affecting medical practices, such as the provisions of the Partnership 
Act, 1890, and the rules relating to goodwill and to agreements | 
imposing restraints on practising. Mr. Stocker is mainly responsible 
for the first part; the second is the work of Mr. Barnard. The first 
chapter contains practical hints as to the value of medical practices 
and partnerships, and the form of articles of partnership in chapter 
2 is based, we gather, upon many years’ experience of the relations 
existing between medical men, and of the actual working of 
medical partnership and transfer agreements. In general outline it 
follows an ordinary partnership agreement, but it contains the 
variations suitable to the particular business in view. The snbject 
of goodwill is interesting both practically and legally, and its ex- 
position now depends largely on the decision of the House of Lords 
in 7'reqo v. Hunt (1896, A. C. 17). The chapter devoted to it explains 
the principles established by this and other cases, coming down to 
the recent case of Attorney-General v. Boden (1912, 1 K. B. 539) ; | 
and an equally interesting field is explored in dealing with restrictive | 
covenants. This part of the book is well done, and the appendix of 
cases on such covenants, in which a large number of the cases are 
shortly stated, is a very useful feature of the work. The present 
edition has been carefully prepared, and for the sake of medical 
clients the lawyer will do well to have it at hand. 








Dramatic Copyright. 


Stace Copyricut at Home anp Asroap. By BerNarp WELLER. 
“The Stage,” 16, York-street, Covent Garden. 

The aim of this work is to combine an analysis of copyright 
law with an exposition of that law, based on a knowledge of the 
working conditions of the stage. It is hoped in this way to furnish | 
authors, managers, artists, and other persons concerned with a guide 
at once comprehensive and practical. In carrying out this plan the 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
‘' House of Lords. 


HANLEY v. EDINBURGH CORPORATION. 13th, 18th, and 
20th Jan, ; 4th April. 


CorPoRATION—Roap AND DRatnaGeE AvuTHORITY—FLOODING—NEGLI- 
GENCE—REPARATION—EDINBURGH CORPORATION Act, 1900 (63 and 64 
VicT., C. Cxxxiii.), s. 28, 

The drainage and sewage from a portion of the City of Edinburgh 
flowed into a burn, which for part of ite course jeu the southern 
boundary of the Uraigentinny Kstate. When the district, which wm- 
cluded the pursuer’s market garden, was annexed to the City of Edin- 
burgh by the Edinburgh Corporation Act, 1900, it was provided by 
section 28 that the corporation, who were the drainage authority, 
should not have power to diminish the supply of sewage water flowing 
through the burn, and used for irrigating the estate or to deepen 
or otherwise interfere with the burn so far as passing through the 
estate. On two occasions in 1909, after a heavy rainfall, the burn 
had flooded the market gardens. Since 1900 there had been no increuse 
in the quantity of sewage or surface water discharged into the burn, 
but in consequence of building and paving operations, which had 
gradually rendered a greater portion of the surface of the drainag 
area impervious, the surface water found its way more quickly into 
the burn. 

Held, that the owner of the market garden was entitled to recover 
damages from the corporation. 

Decision of the Second Division of the Court of Session on the 
question of liahility reversed, and that of the Lord Ordinary, awarding 
the pursuer £150, restored. 

Appeal by the pursuer from a decision of the Second Division of 
the Court of Session (reported 1912, Session Cases 1199). The question 
was whether the defenders and respondents, the Corporation of Edin- 
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burgh, as-.road and drainage authority within the city, were liable 
for damage occasioned to the pursuer and appellant’s market garden 
by two successive floods, which occurred in 1909. The Lord Ordinary 
gave judgment for the appellant, but his decision was reversed by the 
Second Division of the Court of Session. The amount immediately 
involved in the case was not large, but the decision necessary in- 
volved the question of liability for future damage, which, unless p-e 
yentive measures were adopted by the respondents, must from time 
to time occur, not only to the market garden in question, but to 
surrounding property. 

Tue Hovse took time for consideration. 

Lorp SHaw said the pursuer maintained that on the dates mentioned 
the burn in spate rose, until the culvert as constructed could not 
carry ite waters away. These accordingly gathered until they flooded 
the Lochend meadows to a considerable height. The water thue 
dammed back burst over the road, and flowed down across his 
land. His lordship said that, as the road and drainage authority, 
it was the duty of the respondents to see that proper provision was 
made to prevent the flooding of this land. They were negligent in 
not providing a proper culvert to carry off the storm water, and ¢o0 
prevent damage to the pursuer’s, and anyone else’s, property, which 
happened tv be at a lower level, and which in the circumstances, when- 
ever there was a heavy fall of rain, was liable to be flooded. In his 
opinion the respondents were liable; that was the only point before 
the House. The appeal would be allowed, with costs. 

Lord Hatpane, C., Lord Kinnear. and Lord Mersey concurred. 
Order accordingly.—Counset, for the appellant, Constable, K.C., 
William Ingram, and J. R. Marshal? (all of the Scottish Bar); for 
the respondents, Scott-Dickson, K.C., and W. J. Robertson (both 
of the Scottish Bar). Sortcrrors, Morice, Strode, & Son, for Daniel 
Tudhope, Edinburgh ; Beveridge, Greig, & Co., for Sir Thomas 
Hunter, W.S., Edinburgh. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 
GOULD v. CURTIS (SURVEYOR OF TAXES). 
18th April. 
Revenve—Income Tax—Depvuction or PReMIUMS—INSURANCE ON LirFE— 
Expowment Poricy—-Income Tax Act, 1853, s. 54. 


No, 1. 


A policy of insurance securing the payment of £100 on the death of 
the assured before a certain future date, or if he should be then living, 
a payment to him of £200, creates an insurance ‘‘on his life” within 
the Income Tax Act, 1853, section 54, and the assured for the pur- 
poses of assessment of his income is entitled to deduct the whole pre- 
mium payable by him, and not merely so much of it as is attributable 
to the payment of £100 on his death. 


Appeal from a judgment of Hamilton. J. (reported 1912; 1 K.B. 635), 
sitting on the Revenue side of the King’s Bench Division, to deter- 
mine a case stated by the Income Tax Commissioners. The respondent, 
Gould, was the holder of an insurance policy, dated 12th of March, 
1908, securing the payment of £100 on his death if he should die before 








lst of March, 1925, or £200 if he should be alive on that day. The | 


premium was calculated on a series of alternative risks dependent upon 
the aseured dying before the 1st of March in each year from 1909 to 
1923. 
a means of investment, and so as to make provision for certain persons 
if he died. Upon being assessed for income tax under Schedule D 
Gould claimed to deduct the whole of the annual premium paid by him 
from his income. The surveyor of taxes allowed a deduction for pur- 
poses of assessment of so much of the premium as was attributable to 
the payment of £100 on the death of the cesured, but refused such 
deduction as regards so much of the premium as was attributable to 
the payment of the £200 to him when alive, as not being an insurance 
on his life within the meaning of the Income Tax Act, 1853, section 54, 
but an investment of money. The Commissioners upheld the view of 
the surveyor, but on appeal Hamilton, J., reversed their decision, and 
held that the assured was entitled to deduct the entire premium. This 
was a test case, as it was stated therein that this kind of insurance 
poliey, known as ‘‘ double endowment assurance,”’ conetituted more than 
half the business (other than industrial assurance) of some of the life 
assurance companies. By the above eection it is provided that ‘‘ any 
person who shall have made insurance on his life. . . or shall have 
contracted for any deferred annuity on his life in or with any insurance 
company shall be entitled to deduct the annual premium paid by him 
for euch insnrance, or contract from any profits or gains in respect cf 
— . shall be liable to be assessed under either Schedules D or E”’ 
of the Act. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the appeal raised an important question 
on the true construction of section 54 of the Income Tax Act, 1853, 
viz., whether premiums payable on a policy of life assurance ought for 
the purposes of the Act to include premiums payable for an endow- 
ment or lump sum payable during the life of the assured. Going back 
to history, in 1799 the schedule to the Income Tax contained a 
provision (in paragraph 5) enabling persons to deduct premiums. That 
statute in no way referred to insurance companies, but was perfectly 
general. A similar provision was contained in the statute of 1806. 
That fell to the ground when income tax was abolished after 1815. 
When the tax was revived by Sir Robert. Peel in 1842 there was at 


The respondent admitted that he took out this policy partly as | 








first no corresponding exemption. Then came the Act of 1853, contain- 
ing an exemption clause limited to contracts for insurance with an 
insurance company. It was argued by counsel for the Crown that the 
words uged in 1853 had precisely the same meaning as in 1798 and 
1806, but his lordship could not agree with that contention. In 1853 
Parliament was dealing with the large and well-established business of 
life assurance companies, whereas the words used in 1806 had no special 
reference to such companies at all. His lordship thought he might 
repeat what he had said in Joseph v. Law Integrity Insurance Co. 
(Limited), (1912, 2 Ch. 581), and referred to Bunyon’s definition of 
life assurance. It was perfectly legitimate to refer to the existing 
practice of the life assurance world in order to interpret the statute. 
The instruments called endowment policies had been in use since 1805, 
and the alternative form of life and endowment aeeurance since 1840. 
He thought, therefore, that there was no doubt that in the language 
of that section the policy before the court was a policy of assurance 
upon Gould’s life, and none the less because at the end of fifteen years 
he would receive £200 if then living. Referring to the judgment of 
Channell, J., in Prudential Insurance Co. v. Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners (1904, 2 K.B. 658), if the learned judge in that case intended 
to lay down a rule that there could be no contract of insurance unlees 
the event insured against was of an adverse nature, then his lordship 
was unable to agree with him. This was a policy which seemed to 
come within the first words of the section. He agreed with the decision 
of Hamilton, J., and the appeal would be dismieeed with costs. 
Bucktey, L.J., who observed that insurance ‘‘on life’’ did not 
necessarily mean insurance ‘‘at death,’ though there would have been 
a eignificant difference if the words used had been ‘‘ insurance of life,’’ 
and Kennepy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CounseL, 
Sir John Simon, S.G., and W. Finlay; Danckwerts, K.C., and Mickle- 
thwaite. Soricrrors, Solicitor to the Inland Revenue; A. BE. Pratt. 
[Reported by H. Lancronp Lewis, Barvister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WHITING. ORMOND v. DE LAUNAY. Joyce, J. 
27th Feb. ; 4th March; 10th April. 
Witt—Resipuary Girt TO NamMep Persons—Copicit—ReEVOCATION OF 
Girt or CERTAIN SHARES IN RestpvuE—WILL CONFIRMED IN ALL OTHER 
Respects—No Inrzstacy AS TO ReEvOKED SHARES—ResIvveE DIvIsIBLe 
AmonGst OrHED PERSONS NAMED. 
A testator by his will gave and devised the residue of his real and 


| personal estate to his trustees upon trust for sale, the proceeds thereof 


to be divided equally between forty-six persons named. By a codicil 
the testator, after reciting that by his will he had bequeathed to T. W. 
and F. W. each a share in his residuary estate, declared that he revoked 
the bequests of the shares to 7. W. and F. W., and in all other respects 
confirmed his will. 

Held, that there was no intestacy as to the shares bequeathed to 
T. W. and F. W., and that, the testator’s residuary estate was divisibl 
amongst the remaining forty-four persons named in the will. 

Cresswell v. Cheslyn (3 Bro. P. C. 246) distinguished. 

By his will, dated the 23rd of June, 1906, John Whiting appointed 
executors and trustees, and, after sundry bequests and devises, gave 
and devised the residue of his real and personal estate to his truetees 
upon trust for sale, the proceeds thereof, after payment of certain 
pecuniary legacies, to be divided equally between ‘“‘the following 
persons, namely,’”’ then followed the names of forty-six persons, 
being the nephews and pieces of the testator, and of his 
wife, and the child of a deceased niece, including Frederick 
Whiting and Thomas Whiting, nephews of the testator. By 
a codicil, dated the 7th of May, 1908, the testator, after reciting that 
by his will he had bequeathed to Thomas Whiting and Frederick 
Whiting each a share in his residuary estate, declared : ‘‘I do hereby 
revoke the bequests of the said shares to the said Thomas Whiting 
and Frederick Whiting. I give and bequeath (certain pecuniary lega- 
cies). In all other respects I confirm my said will.’’ The testator 
died on the 12th of July, 1909, the bulk of his residuary estate, con- 
sisting of real estate, which was converted into personalty. This 
summons was taken out by the executors and trustees of the will to 
determine whether, upon the true construction of the will and codicil, 
the shares in the proceeds of sale of the testator’s residuary estate, 
given by the will to Thomas Whiting and Frederick Whiting respec- 
tively, passed to the other pereons entitled under the will to the said 
residuary estate or were undisposed of. On behalf of the heir-at-law 
of the testator it was contended that in respect of the two shares there 
was an intestacy, Cresswell v. Cheslyn (3 Bro. P. C. 246) and Sykes v 
Sykes (L. R. 3 Ch. 301) being relied on. On behalf of the other resi- 
duary legatees it was argued that there was no intestacy, and that the 
residue was divisible amongst the other forty-four persons named in the 
will : Vaudrey v. Howard (2 W. R. 32), Re Palmer (1893, 3 Ch. 369), 
Clark v. Phillips (17 Jur. 886), Langdale v. Griggs (3 Sm. & G. 246), 
Harris v. Davis (1 Coll. 416), and other cases were referred to. 

Joycn, J., in the couree of a considered judgment, said : The effect, 
if this will had remained unaltered, would have been to give one-foriy- 
sixth share, although not so expressed, to each of a number of persons 
who were not, but possibly might have been, so described or referred 
to as to constitute a class in the technical eenge. If it had been a gift 
to a class in the technical sense of the word, and if the gift to one of the 
members of the class had been revoked, the whole would have gone to 
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the others: Shaw v. McMahon (4 Dr. & W. 431). The codicil con- 
cludes with the words: “ In al] other respects I confirm my eaid will,”’ 
this being an expression which is a common form in Hayes and Jarman 
and poesibly in other books of precedents. The effect of these last 
words is now well settled. In We Fraser (1904, 1 Ch. 734), Stirling, J., 
decided that the effect of confirming a will as altered by a codicil is 
that the codicil is a republication of the will. The last section of the 
Wills Act also provides that every will re-executed or re-published or 
revised by any codicil shall be deemed to have been made at the time 
when it was re-executed, re-published or revised. Then, in Re Palmer 
(1893, 3 Ch. 373) a very important case, Lord Lindley eays that if in 
any case the intention of a testator is expressed with sufficient clear- 
nese to enable the court to ascertain it, the court ought to give effect 
to it, unless there is come law which compels the court to ignore it ; and 
the mere fact that in other wills, more or less like it, other judges have 
not been satisfied as to the intentions expressed in them, 1s not euffi- 
ient ground for defeating an intention where the court holds it to be 


sufficiently expreeeed. In this case no one could doubt the intention of | 
the testator; it is impossible to doubt what he really intended, and the 
meaning is plain to any mind unprejudiced by the study of other cases. 
My attention has been called quite properly to Cresswell v. Cheslyn, 
reported in Brown's Parliamentary cases, where the reasons for the 
decision do not appea After what has been said about that case by 
eminent judges, I suppose, in a case precieely similar in all its cir- 
cumstances, one ought to follow Cresswell v. Cheslyn, leaving the Court 
of Appeal or the House of Lords to reverse it; but in my opinion the 
rcumstances of this case are not precisely eimilar. There are material 


differences. Modern decisions and the Wills Act will not allow me to 
ignore the final words of the codicil, to which poesibly too little atten 
tion was paid in Cresswell’s case. Further, in my opinion, this case is 

we like Harris v. Davis (sup.), where Knight-Bruce, V.-C., while 
recognizing Cresswell v. Cheslyn, succeeded in distinguishing the case 
before him. Here, having a clear opinion upon the will and codicil ir 
question, I cannot allow myeelf to be diverted from what I considé 
to be the true view of the case by a fallacious comparison of decisions 
ipon other wills. 1 shall follow what was laid down by Sir George 
Jeseell, M.R., in Aspden v. Seddon (L. R. 10 Ch. 397), where he says 
that it is the duty of a judge to aecertain the construction of the docu 
ment before him, and not to refer to the construction put by anothe: 
judge upon a document perhape similar, but not the same. Again, : 


Hack v. London Provident Building Society (23 Ch. D. 103), he save that 


on a question of mere construction even the decision of the Appeal Court 
on similar grounds is not binding on another court. Accordingly I in 
tend to proceed on that principle, being clear as to the meaning of this 
and codicil ind IT hold that there is no intestacy, but that the 
residuary estate is to be divided equally between the other persons 
ned in the will Counset, for the truetees, (. Hartree; for the 

he it-law, Polt; for the residuary legatees, 7/07 1. Shaw. Soticr 


rons, Meredith, Mill & Clark, for BP. & FB. B. Ormond, Wantage: 
Li ghams 
[Reported by R. C. Canntxoron, Barrister-at-Law.] 
Re FRASER’S SETTLEMENT TRUSTS. IND AND ANOTHER ». 
FRASER AND OTHERS. Sargant, J. 7th and 8th April. 
SETTLEMENT CONSTRUCTION Horcnport CLAUSE Serrtep Funp 
COVENANT TO SeTTLE ArreR-AcguirRED Property—TRvusTs BY 


Rererence—Twe Funps—App ication or THE Horcupor Cavs! 

Where there ia a etil t of the hushband’s fund and the. wife’ 
fi nd, and the ttlement f ah ytch pot clau md a covenant to 
ettle the after-a quired property of the wife, the »rdinary presumy] 
tion should be that th hotchpot clause applies / the after acquired 
wroperty unless the cont j appears in the settlement. 

RP Cavendish Settlem nt, (Crosvenn v. Lady Butler and Others 
No. 2) (56 Sonicrrors’ Journar, 399; 1912, 1 Ch. 784) di tinquished 

This was a eummone raising a question as to the operation of a hotch 
ot clause in a marriage settlement with reference to the after-acquired 


operty of the wife. The eettlement was one of ordinary character 
hy 


hereby two funds, the band’s called ‘‘the firstly mentioned trust 


ind,”’ and the wife’s called “the secondly mentioned truet fund,”’ were 
ettled on the usual truste for the children, which were followed by a 
tchpot clause as toll Provided always, and it is hereby 
igreed and declared, that no child of the said intended marriage who 
shall take any part of the said trust funds under any appointment made 
by the eaid Duncan Fraser and Mary Elizabeth Parker or by the sw 

or of them in pursuance of the powers hereinbefore given to them, 

d to the eurvivor of them, shall take any part or share of the said 
trust funds by virtue of the trusts hereinbefore declared in default 
f appointment without bringing his, her, or their appointed share o1 
shares into hotchpot, and accounting for the same accordingly, unless 
by any euch appointment a contrary intention shall be declared.’”’ Then 
followed a covenant for the settlement of the after-acquired property of 
he wife with the clause :—‘‘ And it is hereby further agreed and 
declared by und between. the said parties hereto that the 


trustees and trustee for the time being of these presente ehall stand 
nd be posseseed of and interested in all and singular, the said last 
mentioned trust monies, and funds, and the income thereof upon and 
for such of the said trusts, intents, and purposes, and under and sub 
ject to such of the powers, provisoe, agreements, and declarations as 
are herein declared expressed or contained of and concerning the 
ry; ondly mentioned trust fund and the income thereof as shall for the 
time being be eubsisting or capable of being acted upon and exercised.” 


y . > ws ; wvpr hil ¥ y . 
There were seven children of the marriage, and appointments were 





made of the firstly mentioned trust fund and of the eecondly mentioned 
trust fund amongst five of them. To two of them no appointment had 
been made, and now a sum of about £11,000 having been caught by 
the covenant to settle after-acquired property, the question had arisen 
whether in the distribution of that fund the payments which had been 
made of the specifically settled funds had to be brought into account. 
Counsel for the representatives of G. D. Fraser, who had not ehared 
in the appointed funds, contended that the wife’s fund, the husband's 
fund, and the after-acquired property were all one fund for the pu 
pose of the hotchpot clause, and they relied on Re Perkins, Perkins v. 
Bagot (41 W. R. 470) and Re North (76 re Rep. 186). Counsel for the 
children, to whom the original funds had “been appointed, relied on 
Re Marquis of Bristol, Earl Grey v. Grey (1897, 1 Ch. 946) and 2 
Cavendish’s Settlement, Grosvenor v. Butler (1912, 1 Ch. 794) 
Saraant, J., after stating the facts, eaid: In my opinion all th 
appointed portions of the specifically settled funds must be brought 
into hotchpot in dividing this sum which has been caught by th 
after-acquired property clause. In arriving at this conclusion 1 ought 
to say that the apparent weight of authority is against the conclusion 
| which I have arrived at, but I think that when the authorities are cave 
fully examined there is practically no balance of authority against my 
decision. There are five cases which are of importance for this purpore 
| There is a case of Re Perkins (ubi supra) which was decided by Mr. Jus 
tice North. Then there are two cases which were decided almost con 
temporaneously and without the judge in either case knowing the de 
sion of either—the case decided by Mr. Justice Stirling of Re Nort/ 
(76 L. T. Rep. 186), I think in the year 1897; and the case decided by 
Mr. Justice Romer of Re Marquis of Bristol, Earl Grey v. Grey (1897, 
1 Ch. Div. 946); the case decided by Mr. Justice Parker of Re Cave: 
dish (1912, 1 Ch. Div. 794); and a very recent case before Mr. Justi 
Neville of Re Marke Wood (1913, 1 Ch. Div. 303); and there are ce: 
tain observations also by Lord Justice Farwell in the same number in the 
case of Re Beaumont, at page 325. It seems to me that the question 
really turns upon this : whether the second set of words which settles 
the fund, which is said to be a second or eeparate fund, is really a 
separate settlement of the second, or an additional fund upon the like 
trusts as the first or original fund, the words being merely words of 
reference so as to operate by way of compendious introduction of the 
earlier truets, or whether the second set of words operates by way o! 
amalgamating the second fund with the first fund so as to make it an 


| augmentation of the first fund or an accretion to it. In the first 


it would seem, primd facie, a proper thing to do to introduce into t 
trusts of the second fund a hotchpot clause which is limited to th 
fund, just as the original hotchpot clause was limited to the original 
fund. But in the second case it seems, primd facie, proper to treat th: 
whole of the trusts of the original fund, including the hotchpot claus 
as being applicable to the amalgamated or augmented fund by virtue 
the amalgamation or augmentation or accretion that has been directed. 
Now, turning to the cases, the case of Re Perkins, Perkins v. Bagqit 
ubi supra) is one in which Mr. Justice North clearly arrived at tl 
conclusion, as a matter of construction of that particular document 
that the two extra funds that were dealt with secondly and thirdly | 
the will were made an accretion to the firet fund. That case was 
sidered by Mr. Justice Stirling in Re North (supra), and he recognized 
that it was decided on the footing of accretion. He’ indicated clearly 
that if he had come to the conclusion in Re North which North, J 
had come to in Re Perkins, he would have held that the hotchy 
clause extended to the whole fund together with the accretion—to tl 
original fund and the accretion. Similarly in Re Marquis of Bristol 
Earl Grey v. Grey (supra), Romer, J., held that the hotchpot clause did 
not extend t¢ both trust funds, but he came to that conclusion on ti 
rround, that the second fund was not amalgamated with or made 
retion to the first fund. Now I come to the case of Re Cavendi 
vnd that is the case which has caused me the greatest difficulty. becau 
the case of Pe Cavendish is one in which an after-acquired propert 
clause was being dealt with, and the question was whether the hotch) 
lause which was in the firet instance expressed with reference to t! 
specifically settled fund applied also to the after-acquired property 
clause, and there Parker, J., came to the conclusion that it did not 
And that I think was upon the ground that the fund caught by t 
covenant to settle after-acquired property was another fund, a separat 
fund, from the fund originally settled by the wife, and wae not to | 
treated ac being an accretion to or augmentation of the fund. It 
really was a case analogous to the Marquis of Bristoi’s case. 1 do not 
think that the learned judge intended to lay down as a broad propos 
tion that where there was a settlement of a fund by a wife but ro 
settlement by the husband, and then a covenant to settle aft 
acquired property on the trusts of the original fund. and a hotchr 
lause before the covenant, in terms referring only to the fund 
specifically settled. that in a simple case of that kind it wae prima faci 
to be taken that there were two funds, and that accordingly you had to 
introduce a separate hotchpot clause in the case of the after-acquired 
property. I think that that would be contrary to the general under 
standing of the profession. I think there is this further difficulty about 
the case, that if you have, as often happens, and as has happened 
this case. two or three funds falling in at different times. in each case 
the hotchpot clause has to be written out together with the other 
truste as strictly referential trusts, and you would have on each occaeion 
to have a separate hotchpot clavee for each separate fund as it fell in 
You could not say that the original hotchpot clauee applies to the 
original settled fur d, and that there is one hotchpot clause applying to 
all the different iteme that from time to time come in. I think if vou 








regal 
an el! 
that 
Rom 
K.C. 
Chol 
Co.: 


Cc 


By 
defe 
rem 
The 
prop 
debe 

H 
stan 

Tl 
appc 
certi 
appl 
for 
and 
who 
the 
ber, 
float 
mad 

whe 
a 8€ 
21st 
hold 
pro] 
as a 
righ 
agre 
E 
191¢ 
erec 
of 2 
fire 
or 

for 
was 
acre 
whe 
the 
def. 
and 
oth 
Dec 
of ; 
und 
unc 
deb 
as ; 
is t 


libe 








April 26, 1913. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





[Vol. 57.] 463 








are to go on the principle of writing out the trusts originally inserted in 
the settlement with reference to each item as and when it comes in, 
you would have to write them out on each occasion with a separate 
hotchpot clause with reference to each separate item. I do not think 
that would be in real accordance with the intention of persons who 
make a simple settlement of the kind I have indicated. I think they 
are intending tu treat the funds that may from time to time come in by 
way of addition to the wife’s trust fund as an addition, accretion, and 
augmentation of the fund. In Ze Marke Wood (supra) the funds 
were settled on separate trusts, the trusts of the second fund being 
declared by reference. It was pointed out in Re Marquis of Bristol and 
in Re Cavendish that by adopting the course which I am adopting you 
are altering the trusts already declared of the specially settled trust 
fund by reference to something which occurs later on in the deed. 
That may be so if you once come to the conclusion that the second 
fund is a separate fund ; yet even then it may be said that you must 
take the instrument as a whole, and until you do so you cannot be said 
to be altering the trusts in the earlier part of it by giving a construc- 
tion to the trust declared in the second part of it. And at any rate, 
when the settlement of the second fund is really by accretion to the 
first fund there is no alteration of trusts by making the hotchpot clause 
apply to the whole. Now here the wife’s original fund is amalgamated 
with the husband’s fund, and I have not seen in any of the cases any 
but one of the two principles to adopt—either to treat the settlement 
of the second trust fund (that is, the after-acquired property) in this 
case as meaning by way of accretion to the original trust fund, or by 
writing out, with regard to the cecond trust fund, at length, the trusts 
which are in the first instance made applicable to the first trust fund. 
His lordship proceeded to point out that in the present case, having 
regard to the existence of the two settled funds, this would lead to 
an enormous amount of confusion, and concluded : In the result I hold 
that the hotchpot clause must extend over the whole amount.—CounseEL. 


Romer, K.C., and Ribdon; Grant, K.C., and Howard Wright; Martelli, | 


K.C., and Hodge; Sheldon; Northcote; 
Cholmeley, & Co.; Freshfields; Bircham 
€'0.; Adolphus G. Maskell. 

{Reparted by L. M. Mar, Barricter-at-Law.] 


Re MORRISON, JONES, & TAYLOR (LIM.). COOKES 1. THE 
COMPANY. Eve, J. 18th April. 
Company— DeBENTURES—FIxXTURES—HIRE-PURCHASE AGREEMENT— 
PRIORITY. 


Soricrrors, Frere, 
Brooks, Jenkins, a: 


Byrne. 
d& Co.; 


By an agreement certain fixtures attached to the property of the 
defendant company were to be paid for by instalments and were to 
remain the property of the vendors until all the instalments were paid. 
The company issued debentures which were a floating charge on its 
property. Default was made in payment of the instalments, and the 
debenture-holders obtained the appointment of a receiver. 

Held, that the vendors were entitled to remove the fixtures, notwith- 
standing the appointment of the receiver. 7 


This was an adjourned summons asking that, notwithstanding the 


certain fixtures. By an agreement of 11th of November, 1910, the 
applicants agreed to erect on the defendant’s premises an installation 
for protection against fire, which was to be paid for by instalments, 
and it was agreed that in default in payment of one instalment the 
whole should become due, and that until all the instalments were paid 
the installation should remain the property of the vendors. In Decem- 
ber, 1911, the defendant company issued debentures which gave a 
floating charge on the property of the company. Default having been 
made in payment of the instalments an arrangement was come to 
whereby the unpaid balance of the purchase money was secured by 
a series of promissory notes, the last of which was payable on the 
2lst of October, 1912, but three days before that date the debenture- 
holders obtained the appointment of a receiver of the company’s 
property, including the works to which the installation was attached 
as a fixture. The question raised by the summons was whether the 
right to remove the installation reserved to the applicants by the 
agreement could be succeesfully asserted against the debenture-holders. 

Eve, J.—By an agreement in writing dated the 11th of November, 
1910, the applicants, George Mills & Co., Ltd., agreed to supply and 
erect in the Crown Cabinet Works at Watford a complete installation 
of a patent automatic sprinkler for the protection of the premises from 
fire upon the terms that the then owners in fee of the works, the firm 
of Morrison, Jones, & Co., predecessors of the defendants, should pav 
for the same the sum of £237 by annual instalments, whereof the firet 
was to become payable on the completion of the installation. The 
agreement provided that in default of payment of one instalment the 
whole should become payable, and that until the whole sum was paid 
the installation should remain the property of the vendors. 
defendant company was incorporated in January, 1911, and acquired 
and took over the assets and liabilities of the firm, including amongst 
other contracts the agreement of the 11th of November, 1910. ‘In 
December, 1911, the defendant company borrowed money by the iesue 
of a series of debentures containing a charge in the usual form on its 


appointment of a receiver, the applicants might be at liberty to remove | 


undertaking and all its property then present and future, including | 


uncalled capital. By the first of the conditions endorsed on each 
debenture it is provided that the debentures are all to rank pari passu 
as a first charge on the property thereby charged, and that such charge 
is to be a floating security, ‘‘ but so that the company is not to be at 
liberty to create any mortgage or charge ranking in priority to or par: 


The | 
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| passu with the said debentures.’’ Default having been made in the 
| payment of the instalments payable under the contract with the appli- 
cants, an arrangement was come to whereby the unpaid balance of the 
purchase money for the installation and certain other indebtedness was 
secured by a series of promissory notes, whereof the last, being a note 
for £50, was payable on the 21st of October, 1912. Three days, how- 
ever, before that date arrived the debenture-holders, in an action 
instituted to enforce their security, obtained the appointment of a 
| receiver, who is now in possession of the company’s property, including 
the works to which the sprinkler installation is attached as a fixture. 
By this summons the applicants ask that, notwithstanding the appoint- 
| ment of the receiver, they may be at liberty to enter upon the works 
and remove therefrom the installation. This is resisted on behalf of 
| the debenture-holders, and the point I have to decide is whether the 
| right to remove the installation reserved to the applicants under their 
agreement can be successfully asserted against the debenture-holdei 
| I am of opinion that it can. The agreement, according to the decision 
| of Parker, J., in Re Samuel Allen and Sons (1907, 1 Ch. 575), created 
| an equitable interest in favour of the applicants, by which the debenture- 
| holders, as subsequent equitable mortgagees, are bound, and unless the 
appointment of the receiver operates to prevent the application of the 
ordinary principles of priorities as between equitable incumbranceis, 
the equitable interest created by the agreement being earlier in date 
must take precedence. I think the true answer to the argument 
founded on such cases as Hobson y. Gorringe (1897, 1 Ch. 182), Rey- 
| nolds v. Ashby (1904, A. C. 466), and Zilis v. Glover (1908, 1 K. B. 
388), that the appointment of the receiver was equivalent to an entry 
into possession by the debenture-holders, whereby the right of removal 
| was determined, was that formulated by Mr. Maughan in his forcible 
reply. He contended, and, in my opinion, contended rightly, that the 
nature of the debenture-holders’ cecurity is so essentially different from 
those held by the several mortgagees in the caees referred to, that the 
| decisions have really no application to the facts her¢ Although the 
property of the company was subjected to a charge in favour of the 
debenture-holders from the moment the debentures issued, such 
charge was, as the late Lord Macnaghten expresses it, ‘‘of an ambula- 
| tory and shifting nature,’’ until the happening of some event, or the 
doing of some act which caused,it to settle and fasten on the subject of 
the charge within its reach and grasp: Illingworth v. Houldsworth 
(1904, A. C. 358). The appointment of the receiver was in this case 
| the event or act which brought about this result, and that appointment 
| fixes the moment, and the first moment, at which the subject-matter 


were 


of the charge can be ascertained and defined. At that moment 
the company’s interest in the eubject-matter of this dispute was 
not an absolute interest, but a qualified” one, and, in my opinion, 
that which is included in the charge to the debenture-holders 
is the interest so qualified, and nothing move. Accordingly, I 


hold that the installation in the hands of the receiver is subject to the 
same right of removal in favour of the applicants as it was subject to 
in the hands of the company immediately before the appointment of 
the receiver, and unless the debenture-holders are prepared to pay the 
balance of the purchase money and the costs, charges, and expenses of 
the applicants beyond the costs of this application, I must give to the 
applicants the leave they ask. ‘The plaintiffs must pay the costs of the 
applicants, and the costs so paid by them and their own costs will be 
made costs in the action Harman; Maughan. Sotrcrrors, 
Eh. W. Reeves, for Sedgwick, Turner, Sworder, & Wilson, Watford; 
Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., for John Hall, Bury, Lancashire. 
[Reported by 8. E. Wit1aMs, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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21st April. 
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Discretion OF THE CourtT—MatrImMoniAL Causes Act, 1884 (47 & 48 

Vicr. c. 68), s. 2. 

By the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 68), the court 
may, after a decree for restitution of conjugal rights upon the applica- 
tion of the wife, order that, if he does not comply with the decree, the 
respondent shall make to the petitioner such periodical payments as 
may be just. The time during which such payments shall be ordered 
to be made, whether for the jomt lives of the spouses, or for the life 
of the wife, is entirely a matter jor the discretion of the court. 

Motion to vary the registrar’s report. On the 24th of June, 1912, 
the petitioner, Ada Lilian Clutterbuck, obtained a decree for restitu- 
tion of conjugal rights against the respondent, William Clutterbuck, 
who failed to comply with the decree. On the 17th of January, 1913, 
the petitioner presented her petition for an allowance by way of 
periodical payments, pursuant to the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1884 
(supra), and on the let of February, 1913, the respondent filed his 
answer to that petition. On the 9th of April, 1913, the registrar gave 
his report and submission to the court on that petition, in which he 
submitted that the respondent should be ordered to secure to the peti- 
tioner periodical payments during their joint lives. The petitioner now 
asked the court on motion to vary the report in order that the pay- 
ments might be made to continue, not for the joint lives, but for the 
life of the wife. Couneel for the petitioner submitted that it was a 
question entirely for the discretion of the court. He thought that the 
learned registrar, in making his report, had considered himself bound 


by Theobald v. Theobald (1889, 15 P. D. 26), but he submitted that | 


withority against him. Butt, J., at the end of his 
Theobald (supra), pointed out that a wife 
‘*She may, if ehe 


case was not an 
judgment in Theobald v. 
was entitled to take one of two courses. He said : 


chooses, institute a suit for judicial separation, in which case she wouid 


get alimony, but it would be unsecured; or she may rest content with 


her decree for restitution of conjugal rights, and apply to the count | 


ontemplated by the Act, and have that 
periodical allowance secured. I do not eee anything unreasonable in 
giving her that option. . . As to the further question—whether 
the payments should be for the wife’s lifetime or for the joint lives of 
husband and wife, I think they ought to be secured for their joint 
lives."’ He submitted that Butt, J., thought fit to make that particular 
order in that particular « If the periodical payments were to be 
made for the joint lives, as in a case of judicial separation, wher 
alimony could not be secured, why order security? A case of that kind 
was similar to a case of diseolution of marriage where maintenance 
could be secured, and was always secured for the life of the wife. 
Under section 3 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1884 (supra), a settle- 


for the periodical allowance 


ment could clearly be made for the life of the husband when payment | 


was ordered to be made to him by the wife. What difference was there 


in that eort of caee between ordering a husband to secure, and ordering 


a wife to make a settlement? In the circumstances security and settle- 
ment amounted to the eame thing. In the present case the husband 
was seventy-seven years of age and the wife forty-two, and in a few 
years, in the ordinary course of nature, unless the court made the 
variation asked for, the petitioner and her child would be left destitute. 
Counsel for the respondent submitted that Theobald v. Theobald 


(supra) was an absolute authority 


lives where a husband had disobeyed an order for restitution of con 
jugal rights. 


Barcrave Deane, J., said he must agree with counsel for the peti- | 


tioner that it was a matter for the discretion of the court, and as there 


was in that case so great a disparity between the ages of the husband | 


and wife, he thought that the allowance should be secured for the life 
of the wife. He gave the respondent leave to appeal if leave should 
be necessary.—Counset, Le Bos, for the petitioner; Bayford, for the 
respondent. Sorrcrrors, George Reader & Co., for David Johnstone a: 
Co e Brietol ; Rusk, Vell > d Norris, for Strickland. Roberts, ad Co., 
Bristol. 

{Reported by C. P. Hawkers, Barrister-at-Law.] 





County Courts. 
JACKSON v. RUTTER, Shoreditch. 15th April. 


WorkMen’s CompPeNsATION—AWARD oF CoMPENSATION—ALLEGED 
Cessation or INcApActry—ExecuTron For ARREARS—WORKMEN’S 
Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58)—Worxkmen’s CompeEnsa- 
TION Rutes, Form 24. 


Where an award of compensation has been made the employer is not 
entitled to — the payments on the ground of alleged cessation of 
incapacity, and if he does so without proceedings to have the award 
reviewed, execution can he issued for the arrears, 


There was no case where periodical | 
payments had been ordered to be made beyond the period of the joint | 


This case, which raised questions of some importance under ihe 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, came before Judge Smyly, at the 
Shoreditch County Court. Mr. Scott Duckers appeared for the work- 
man and Mr. C. E. Mills for the employers. Mr. Scott Duckers said 
that the case was an appeal from a decision of the registrar refusing 
to allow execution to issue under an award of the court. The facts 
were that on the 4th of July, 1912, an award under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act was made in favour of the workman for payment 
of 12s, 6d. per week. This was in the usual form (No. 24 of the 
| Workmen’s Compensation Forms), and provided that the payment 
should be continued during the total or partial incapacity of the appli- 
cant for work, or until ended, diminished; increased, or redeemed in 
accordance with the Act. Compensation was paid under this award for 
about eeven months, and then ‘the employer came to the conclusion 
that the workman had recovered from his incapacity, and declined to 
| make any further payment. For the purpose of that application he 
| was quite prepared to assume that the employer was bond fide in the 
| line he took. The point was whether such a belief, however bond fide, 
entitled an employer to take the law into his own hands and stop pay- 
ment, or whether the right course was to apply for the award to te 
reviewed by the court. On payment being stopped the workman applied 
to the registrar for the iseue of execution; but the employer appeared, 
and contended that, as he raised a question as to incapacity having 
ceased, there was no jurisdiction to allow execution to issue. In sup- 
port of this contention various cases were referred to, and in view of 





4 the decieions in [brahim Said v. Welsford (1910, 3B. W.C.C. 233) 


| and Warren v. Roxburgh (1912, 5 B. W. C. C. 263), the registrar decided 
| that he could not allow execution to be issued. Mr. Scott Duckers 
submitted that these cases and others appearing in the reports had no 
| application where it was sought to issue execution under an award. 
They were all cases were the workman was trying to enforce a 
memorandum, and generally the memorandum was in some particular 
restricted form, so that it only continued in operation as long as there 
was total incapacity. Here the whole matter had been fought out in 
court, and an award made which must be treated as binding. The 
usual form of award had been considered by the Court of Appeal in the 
case of Higgins v. Poulson (No. 2) (1912, 5 B. W. C. C. 340), when it 
was decided that Form 24 was not ultra vires, and the policy of the 
| Act expressed as being to have an award which would continue in force 
| until reviewed by competent authority. Mr. Mills said that it was 
admitted that the employer was quite bond fide in his belief that 
| incapacity had ceased. If so, it would be a great hardship for him 
to be put to the trouble and expenee of proceedings for review. The 
| man was only entitled to compensation during incapacity, and the 
payments should cease when incapacity was bond fide disputed by the 
| employer. Jhrahim Said v. Welsford was directly in point. 
| His Honour Judge Smyty said that the cases cited to him, and 
which influenced the registrar, were cases where the workman’s rights 
depended upon some agreement. Here the whole question of liability 
had been fought out, and the applicant had obtained an award. If the 
award had been for payment through the court, the applicant could 
have issued execution immediately the compeneation was stopped. 
| However, the rules provided that where (as in this case) the compensa- 
tion was not payable into court, execution should not be issued until 
| the applicant had satisfied the registrar as to the amount in respect of 
which default had been made. That did not mean that the question 
| of incapacity should be raised by either party except on a proper 
review. An affidavit as to the amount due was required before execu- 
| tion merely because the court did not know what payments had been 
made. Heye there was no dispute that payment had ceased, and 
| therefore execution would issue for the arrears. He gave costs to the 
| applicant on Scale B, with special solicitor’s items, but granted stay 
| for seven days to enable the employer to appeal. 
COMMUNICATED.] 











Societies. 
United Law Society. 


A meeting of the above society was held on Monday, 21st April, at 
3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. J. R. Yates moved : ‘‘ That 
the modern English drama is healthy and improving.’’ Mr. C. A. 
Buckmaster opposed. The following gentlemen also spoke :—Mess's. 
McGowan, G. Blackwell, S. E. Redfern, N. Tebbutt, T. Jamieson, 
M. Dawson. The motion was carried by six votes. 


The Union Society of London. 


The twenty-second meeting of the 1912-1913 session was held at 3n, 
King’s Bench-walk, Temple, on Wednesday, the 23rd of April, at 8 p.m. 
The president, Mr George F. Kingham, was in the chair. Mr. C. H. 
Counsell moved the following motion :—‘‘ That no one shouid be quali- 
fied for a seat in either House of Parliament who is a member of any 
business or financial or commercial undertaking.”” Mr. Harry Geen 
opposed. The following members also spoke :—Messrs. J. G. Baker, 
Dr. Schinmeister-Marshal, Coutauche, W. H. Hole, Fletcher, Benjamin, 
A. Safford, G. Kingham, F. P. Doyle, J. Coram, W. H. Bodilly, 8- 
Croft, and G. Pace. 
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The Late Lord Gorell. 


In the Admiralty Court, on Wednesday, says the 7'imes, before 
beginning the work of the day, the President (Sir Samuel Evans), who 


| 


was accompanied on the Bench by Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane and two | 


of the Elder Brethren of the Trinity Houee, addressing a large gather- 
ing of the Bar, amongst whom were Mr. Laing, K.C., Mr. Potash, 
K.C., Mr. Barnard, K.C., Mr. Batten, K.C., and Mr. Bateson, K. c 
said : It is fitting that we should pause for a short space before begin 
ning the work of this Division to-day in order to allow our memories to 
recall, and our thoughts to record, our tribute to the work and life of 
the eminent judge who has just passed away. Lord Gorell served the 
State in several capacities; but his long career as an advocate, judge, 
and President of this Division links his name and fame with these 
courts, and will always form an important part in their history. That 
career was long, strenuous, honourable, and in the best sense successful 
and useful. As President and judge he interpreted the law and adminis 
tered justice here for seventeen years. To the work he brought the 
faculties of a trained legal intellect and the qualities of an open, clear, 
robust, and fair mind. In the work he never spared himeelf. His 
thoroughness could not be surpaseed. He had very eminent predeces- 
sors in his office, but he is entitled to a high place amongst them in 
respect of the first qualities of judgeship. 


This is not the time to attempt an appreciation of his achievements ae | 


a lawyer and jurist. 
his patient labours and of the long series of learned judgments with 
which he enriched the law, both in domestic and in what may be re- 
garded as international questions. Few knew the technicalities of the 
law as he did; but these did not contract his vision. He regarded 
laws and their administration from aspects which were wide and full. 
Further, he had broad and enlightened views as to the reforms in ow 
jurisprudence which are necessary to meet the needs of an advancing 
society. His courts were models of what such courts ought to be. in 
them he showed learning, distinction, power of investigation, patience, 
urbanity, and genuine kindness. 
Court of Appeal, he dealt as ably with the various legal questions which 
came before him there as he did with those which belonged especially 
to the realm of law in which his work mainly lay. Ultimately he was 
called to a position in which he could serve in the highest appellate 
tribunal. The service could not be demanded of him, but he willingly 
rendered it. He might have chosen to avail himself of a leisured retire- 
ment, but that would have been foreign to his nature. He not only 
continued to act as a judge in the House of Lords and in the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council, but he undertook at the call of the 
State and in the public interest laborious work on important Commis 
sions, wholly unheeding and unmindful of the great strain which it 
imposed upon his health—a strain which probably hastened his end. 
To the last he kept on his armour. His motto was, ‘‘ You can break 
me, but you cannot bend me.’’ He remained constant and unswerving 
in devotion to his duties, but his strength at last reached its breaking 
point. 

My brother judge, Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, had the privilege of a 
longer and closer association with him, of which he may speak, but I 
may be permitted to add that I had reason tu know and to appreciate 
that no one was readier to give wise counsel, generous help, or kind 
encouragement than Lord Gorell was. To all of us—and to some of 
us in an especial sense—his life offers an example which, if difficult to 
follow, is worthy of earnest emulation. His mortal labours have ended. 
He has ‘‘ looked forward into the vague land.’’ To such the end may 
come as a relief, but to those who were near and who are left behind 
pain and grief come and must be suffered. To them I wish respectfully 
to offer the deep sympathy which we all feel. 

Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane said : My Lord has spoken of the public 
character of our friend Lord Gorell. I wish to say a few words on his 
private character. We who have worked here in this court for many 
years knew him in his private character. We valued him for his charm 
of manner, his courtesy, and for his real friendship for everybody who 
practised before him. His life is an emblem of what he was. We all 
remember how for many years he worked in the chambers of that great 
lawyer J. C. Mathew, apparently without profit or reward for himself, 
till Mathew became a judge in 1881. At once Barnes sprang into fame. 
A man who up to that time had been eo retiring and hardly known 
except as Mathew’s pupil and friend, suddenly became the leading 
junior in big commercial causes. Immediately almost his success came. 
In seven short years he took silk, and four years later—in 1892—he was 
made a judge. From that time onward we have known him as a judge, 
and when he came among us as a judge he came as a friend. At that 
time he and I were on the closest terms of affection and regard. His 
charm of manner, his pleasant voice, his genial smile endeared him tc 
all of us. I do not believe he ever uttered a harsh word to anybody 
who came before him or was associated with him. That speaks volumes 
for a man who for sixteen years was a judge. When Lord Gorell gave 
up the duties of President of this Division I did not lose my friend 
altogether, because I was constantly seeing him, and some of the hap- 
piest days I have spent were spent at his country place, where he put 
off the judge and became the country gentleman. His death came as a 
great bluw, and I deeply regret that I shall see his face no more. 

On behalf of the Admiralty and the Probate and Divorce Bars, Mr. 
Laing, K.C., and Mr. Priestley, K.C., reepectively associated themselves 
with the sentiments their lordships had expressed, 


That will come in due course from students of | 


When he sat, as he often did, in the | 


A Solicitor’s Long Record. 


Mr. Thomas Southall. 


At the Law Library, Pierpoint-street, Worcester, on the 5th inst., 
meeting of members of the Worcester Incorporated Law Society was 
held for the purpose of presenting to Mr. Thomas Southall, J.P., a 
bound illuminated address of congratulation on his attaining his 
sixtreth year of membership of the cociety. 

Mr. A. E. Lord, who presided, said he could assure them that it 
gave him great pleasure that the first act he was called upon to perform 
vs president of the society was to preside at that meeting. There 
seemed to be an opinion held by a certain number of people who lookel 
at the profescion through sensational novels and melodramatic plays, 
that lawyers were devoid of human feeling; that their hearts were 
bound up in red tape, and their minds were incapable of grasping any- 
thing but fees. Buta meeting of that kind disposed of that theory alto- 
gether. Mr. Southall had been a member of that society for over sixty 


years, but he believed Mr. Southall’s entire legal career extended to 
very nearly seventy years. The use he had made of those years was a 
matter of great gratification. By his energy, ability, and upright 


dealing, he held the foremost position in his profession. He himself 
had been in the legal profession for more than thirty years, and during the 
whole of that time Mr. Southall’s name had always stood amongst the 
highest in the city of Worcester as a professional man. He could 
wsure Mr. Southall that he was only expressing his heartfelt feelings 
when he said that, as the president of the society, he recognised most 
heartily and emphatically that throughout the whole of Mr. Southall’s 
life his conduct had been characterised by devotion to the interests of 
his clients, and by inflexible honesty and steadfastness of purpose. It 
would not be possible to pay a higher tribute, and certainly it was not 
too high, to one who had been a member of their honourable profession 
for nearly seventy years. He thought he was right in saying that, 
during the whole of Mr. Southall’s career, he had not over-indulged 
himself in recreation, and that would be a very good example to the 
rising generation, who thought prolonged week-ends the necessary 
prorugation to four days’ working. 

Mr. T. G. Hyde, speaking as the next senior member of the society, 
having enjoyed fifty-three years’ memberchip, heartily supported the 
presenting of the address. 

The Chairman then handed the address to Mr. Southall. On the cover 
were Mr. Southall’s initials in gold, and the first page contained the 
following :—‘‘ Presented to Thomas Southall, Eeq., J.P., on the com 
pletion of the sixtieth year of his membership of the Worcester and 
Worcestershire Incorporated Law Society. 10th January, 1913.’ 

Replying, Mr. Southall said he was very much obliged to them that, 
in expressing their approval of his conduct, they referred to his active 
intereet in his profession, and a thorough desire on his part to dis 
charge the duties of life faithfully and efficiently. It was early 
decided that he should be a lawyer. In January, 1843, he was articled 
to Mr. Laslett. On the 18th March, 1845, he became a subscriber to 
the library of the Worcester Law Society. His articles expired in 
January. 1848. He entered at Lincoln’s Inn, and remained there seven 


| terms, three in 1848, and four in the next year, before he was old 


enough to be examined as a eolicitor. He stayed with Mr. Laslett 
until the Michaelmas term of 1849, and when he left, Mr. Laslett very 
kindly gave him a cheque for £100, with part of which he bought the 
watch he was now wearing. He was a pupil of Mr. Shapter, who was 
one of the most appreciated juniprs at the Bar of that day. As one 
proof of what Mr. Shapter thought of him, he mentioned that he 
asked him to draw up his own will, which, Mr. Southall thought, 
was a compliment. He had not made up his mind until the 


| Michaelmas term whether he would be a solicitor or a barrieter; 
| but in that term, 1849, he was admitted a solicitor, and settled 





| 


at Worcester. He at once became a subscriber to the Law Society, and 
in 1853 he became a member of the society, and was after a short time 
elected on the committee, and served on it for many vears with much 
pleasure. He had been a member ever since, and would continue to he 
as long as he could take part in the proceedings. He wished to convev 
to them his most sincere thanks, not only for that present, which wee 
quite unexpected, but also for the uniformly kindly mode in which 
business had been conducted. He had no recollection of anv unpleasant- 
nees with any professional brethren. He had endeavoured to support 
his clients’ interests, but he never remembered giving offence in ¢o 
doing. 





Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the bar on the 16th inst. :— 

Lincotn’s Inn.—H. O. Danckwerts (certificate of honour C.L.F.. 
Easter, 1913). Ball. Coll., Oxford, B.A.; C. FE. Morier, Emm. Coll., 
Camb. ; Sushil Chandra Chaudhari, Fitzwilliam Hall, Camb.. B.A. 
: E. O. Carter, London Univ., B.A.; Syed Mohiuddin, Allahabad 

Tniv., B.A.; Mir Amiruddin, Edin. Univ., M.A.: Rengasamynayudu 
Seokachele Same ag Maung Ko Ko Gyi; Arabinda Ray; Rohininath 
Ray, Univ. of London; Abdul Mannan Khan; Gouri Shankar; Aligoher 
Bhutto; Ata Mohamed Jan; and Susil Prasad Sarbadhikari. 

Inner Tempte.—J. N. Emery, Certificate of Honour, Easter Term, 
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1913; G. H. Anson, B.A., Oxford; E. W. Arnott, M.A., Camb.; R. A. 
Weston, B.A., Oxford; E. F. Sayers, B.A., LL.B., Camb.; G. K. A. 
de Janasz, LL.B., Camb.; A. Alexander, B.A., LL.B., Camb.; 8. H. 


f 

| support to the college of which he was a most wise counsellor and guide. 
And one of the most distinguishing features of his life and character 

| was his devotion to the cause of freedom and justice for the smaller and 


Smith, B.A., LL.B., Camb.; Hon. H. F. Charteris, Oxford; C. J. H. | oppressed nationalities of the world. As president of the Balkan Com- 


Sheepshanks, B.A., Camb.; R. Gibb; A. H. King, B.A., Oxford; 
Hon. E. J. Kay-Shuttleworth, B.A., Oxford; R. T. Monier-Williams, 
M.A., Oxford; H. E. E. Coleman, Oxford; J. F. McMillan, B.A., 
LL.B., Camb.; and R. S. Varley, M.A., Oxford. 

Mippte Temere.—W. F. de R. Davies, B.A. Oxon, Certificate of 
Honour, Easter Term, 1913; H. Hanna, LL.B., London, B. A. R. 
Univ. of Ireland; H. G. Lunn; W. 8S. Coutts; Mian Abdul Rashid, 
B.A. Camb. and Punjab Unive.; Nadarbeg Kalichbeg Mirza; B. L. 
Muir, B.A. Camb.; E. P. Doyle; Syed Aneesuddin Ahmed; Shah 
Mohamed Yehya; Mohamed Bacha Abdul Cader, B.A. London, B.A., 
LL.B. Camb; Fatting Tinsik Cheng, LL.B. London; J. F. Folarin; 
R. S. Cripps; R. Spencer, B.A. Clare Coll., Camb. ; C. B. Guthrie ; 
H. M. A. Assumpcao; P. M. A. Assumpgao; B. J. P. Joaquim; J. H. 
Coussey; E. C. Quist; C. E. M. Abbensetts; A. A. Baerlein; L. H. 
Adams; Raghbir Singh Budhraja; Sarab: Dayal; W. F. W. Brown; 
Dewan Narinjan Das; Kulwant Rai Dhanda; and D. G. Hodge, M.A., 
LL.B Glasgow, LL.B. Cane of Good Hope 

Gray’s Inn.—A. C. Walden-Vincent, B.A., LL.B., Pemb. Coll., 
Camb.; R. R. Bennett, B.Sc., London, F.1I.C.; Jagat Singh, B.Sc., 
London; Charles Lees (junior); Abinash Chandra Bera; C. B. Johneon, 
B.A.. Jesus Coll., Oxford; T. King; Mohammad Alam Gadchuk, B.A., 
non-coll., Oxford 3.A.. LL.B., Trin. Coll.. Dublin; Jai Gopal; | 
Sailendra Nath Datta; Ladha Ram Anand; W. F. Zehnder; E. Rowson. 








Obituary. 
Mr. J. Westlake, K.C. 


Mr. John Westlake, K.C., died on Monday, the 14th inst., at hi 
residence, River Houee, Chelsea Embankment. Mr. Westlake was born 
in 1828 at Lostwithiel, in Cornwall. He went to Trinity College, Cam 
bridge, in 1846, and in 1850 was bracketed sixth wrangler, being sixti 
also in the Claseical Tripos He entered at Lincoln’s Inn, became : 
pupil of Christie, the eminent conveyancer, and was called to the Ba 
in 1854. He took an interest from the first in international law, and 
his rreatise on Private International Law’’ was published in 1858 
In 1880 appeared a second edition, almost entirely rewritten. In 1862 
in conjunction with M. Robin Jacquemyn and M. Asser, Mr. Westlak« 
started the Rerue de Droit Internationel, and he wae one of the 
foundere, and for many years one of the most active members of the 
Institute of International Law. He was its president at the Cambridg 
meeting in 1895. He took silk and was made a Bencher of his Inn in 
1874. At that period he was often engaged on the Judicial Committe: 
of the Privy Council, especially in appeals coming from Canada, as to 
which his knowledge of French law and wide acquaintance with foreign 
jurisprudence stood him in good stead. In 1885 he was returned as 
Liberal member for the Romford Divieion of Eesex. But neither in 
professional practice nor in politics was his real work done. He was 
Whewell Professor of International Law at Cambridge from 1888 to 
1908, and his reputation as an exponent of that subject stood as high 
In 1894 he published ‘‘ Chapters on the 
and in 1904 and 1907 respectively 
the two volumes of ‘“ International Law ’’—Part I., Peace: and Part 
If., War From 1900 to 1906 he was one of the members for the United 
Kingdom of the International Court of Arbitration under The Hague 
Convention. He was an honorary Fellow of his college at Cambridge. 
and he received the honorary LL.D. at Edinburgh in 1897 and the 
honorary D.C.L. at Oxford in 1908. He had also the Italian Order of 
the Crown and the Japanese Order of the Rising Sun. But his interesta 
were not legal only. He was in early daye a leading figure in the band 
of men who gathered round F. D. Maurice, and in 1854 founded the 
Working Men's College, and throughout his long life he gave untiring 


£90,000 FOR 


in foreign countries as here 
Principlee of International Law,”’ 
} 


mittee he delivered many eloquent epeeches on that topic, and up to the 
very week before his death he attended and took part in the meetings of 
the Executive Committee. In 1864 Mr. Westlake married Alice, 
daughter of Mr. Thomas Hare, the originator of proportional represen- 
tation. She was a member of the London School Board for twelve years 
and was one of the founders of the New Hospital for Women, of which 
she is still treasurer. 


Mr. W. G. Andrews. 


Mr. W. G. Andrews died on the 17th inst., after a short illness. 
He was well known to all classes connected with the Law Courts, in- 
cluding the judges, counsel, solicitors, and their representatives, and 
wes universally esteemed and respected for his sterling integrity and 
honour, and his great knowledge and experience of the practice of his 
profession. He was, says the 7'imes, frequently consulted by the late 
Lord Field (then Mr. Justice Field) in settling the practice of the 
courts under the rules promulgated when the Judicature Act, 1873, came 
into operation. When the late Mr. Juetice Wills retired some few years 
ago he wrote to Mr. Andrews a warm and sympathetic letter expressiny 
his thanks for the valuable assistance he had received from him in cases 
urgued before him in Chambers, and the “‘ almost judicial fairness with 
which facts were stated and authorities dealt with.”” Mr. Andrews was 
an active member of the committee of management of the United Law 
Clerks Society, and for forty years the managing common law clerk of 


Messrs. Coward & Hawksley, Sons, & Chance, and their predecessors. 


Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster has permitted his Honour 
Judge Srurces, K.C., who applied to be transferred to County Couit 
Circuit No. 5, to revert at his own request to Circuit No. 4, and has 
appointed Mr. Apam Spencer Hoee to Circuit No. 5. 

Mr. Joun Suearman, of the firm of Blake, Shearman & Co., 4, Ser 
jeants-inn, Fleet-etreet, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for 
taking acknowledgments of Deeds and to administer Oaths for the State 
f New York, U.S.A. 

Mr. Prerer Wuirsy CHanpter has been appointed one of the Masters 
in the Chancery Division. Mr. Chandler, who was admitted in Apr:l, 
1882, is clerk to the Commiesioners of Taxes for St. Paul’s, Covent 
Garden, and returning officer for the Parliamentary borough of Hamp 
stead. 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 
Dissolutions, 


Wittram Georce Hitt and Frank MeEtHuisH Merson, colicitore (Hil! 
& Merson), 9, Essex-street, Strand, in the county of London. March 25. 

Joun Hovcnen, Witt1amM Ricuarp GREENLAND, and ALEXANDER Bruce 
DennistouN Sworp, solicitors (Houchen, Houchen, Greenland, & 
Sword), Thetford, Attleborough, Feltwell, and Lakenheath, in the 
counties of Norfolk and Suffolk. March 21. So far as regards the said 
Alexander Bruce Dennistoun Sword, who retires from the said firm. 

Francis Henry Pepper, Hersert Ratpu WINTERTON, Georce Ricn 
MOND Mewsurn, solicitors (Pepper, Tangye, & Co), Nos. 5 and 6 
Clement’s-inn, Strand, London, W.C. March 25. 


MORTGAGE. 





Messrs. COLLINS & 


COLLINS, Surveyors, 


are requiring 


SEVERAL FIRST-CLASS SECURITIES FOR SUBSTANTIAL AMOUNTS. 


PRIORITY WILL BE GIVEN 
AND FREEHOLDS 


TO AGRICULTURAL LAND 


IN THE CITY AND WEST-END. 


Principals or their Solicitors are invited to communicate, in confidence, with 


The Lenders’ Surveyors, Messrs. COLLINS & COLLINS, 





37, South 


Audley Street, Grosvenor Square, W. 
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Arruur Potiock and Vivian Artuur Pottock, solicitors (Pollock & 
Co.), 6, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. April 14. The said business will be carried 
on in the future by the said Arthur Pollock. [Gazette, April 18. 


General. 


Mr. Justice Scrutton, on taking his seat in the Commercial Court on 
the 18th inst., said: I am sure that the members of the Bar and all 
present will be sorry to hear of the death of Mr. W. G. Andrews, who 
was for many years managing clerk tu Messrs. Hollams. He has been 
a friend to us all and has cet an admirable example of the way in which 
the business of this court ought to be conducted—namely, by the co- 
operation of the judge, counsel, solicitors, and managing clerks. I 
think Mr. Andrews set to us an example of the way in which business 
should be undertaken. I am eure that all those in this court would 
regret if on the day we received the announcement of his death we did 
not say, as I do say, that we have all lost an old and valued friend. 
Mr. F. O. Robinson, on behalf of the members of the Bar, said that he 
endorsed his lordship’s remarks in regard to the gentleman whose loss 
they had just euffered. 

Although, says the Paris correspondent of the Times, there has been 
at The Hague some expectation of a meeting of the Peace Conference 
next year, and although come preparations are being made for it there, 
there is no inclination, I gather, on the part of most of the Great 
Powers to contemplate the convocation of an international gathering of 
the kind at present. A popular impression prevailed that the Conference 
was to meet every seven years. Among cogent reasons for not conven 
ing a Hague Conference at present are the important differences which 
still subsist among the Powers regarding questions of international 
maritime law, regarding the law of the air, and regarding the elaborate 
American proposals discussed at The Hague in 1907 for instituting a 
Permanent International Court of Arbitration. 

In reply to a question by Mr. Touche on the taxation of Eacter offer 
ings to the clergy, Mr. Lloyd George says: “I am not prepared to 
introduce legislation to alter the law, which makes Easter offerings liabk 
to income-tax in common with all emoluments which accrue to any 
person by reason of his office, whether such emoluments are legally 
claimable or not.”’ 

A meeting of the Society of Chairmen and Deputy-chairmen ot 
Quarter Sessions was held at Caxton Hall, Westmineter, on Tuesday 
Mr. Montagu Sharpe (vice-president of the society) presiding. Th 
eociety considered the following Parliamentary Bills and discussed othe 
matters affecting quarter sessions :—Betting Inducements Bill (H.L.) 
Mental Deficiency Bill. Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bil! 
and Sunday Closing (Wales) Act, 1881, Amendment Bill. 

The Appellate Jurisdiction Bill was read a third time in the House of 
Lords on Wednesday and passed. . 

At a meeting of the reprerentatives of the officials of county courts cf 
England, held this week at the Imperial Hotel, Russell-square, London, 
Mr. J. H. B. Gedge, of Great Yarmouth, was elected to the chair. It 
was decided to form an Association of County Court Clerks and Officers 
for the purpose of promoting the interest of county court officials 
generally and specifically for the purpose of seeking their recognition as 
Civil Servante. Before the meeting 248 courts had voted in favour of 
an association being formed. An executive was formed, and it was 
decided to hold a conference during the Easter vacation in each year, 
the first meeting to be held at Great Yarmouth in 1914. y 


MORTGAGES.—Merers. Goddard & Smith have every quarter large 
funds tu invest on mortgage of business premises or town or country 
properties. Those having securities to offer for mortgage or for sale 
outright are invited to submit the particulars to them.—Goddard & 
Smith, Surveyors and Land Agents, 196, Piccadilly, W. (next to 
Princes’). 





Why Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Liwirep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. *Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Avril 29.—Messrs. Hamrtow & Sons, at the Mart: Town Houses (see adverticea ent 
back page, this week). 

May 7. —Mesers. Eowiw For, Bovsrterv, Buawerrs & Bappetry, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page. this week and April 19). 

Mav 7.—Measrs, Dovetas Youre & Co, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Policies, &c. 

Messrs. H. E. Fostzr & Crawrtecp heli their usnal Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of these interests, at the Mart, Tokenhonae-yard. E.C., on Thursday last, whea the 
following Lota were sold, at the prices mentioned :— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 
To £2,321 12s. 9d. _ ove eee 
To five-fifty-sixths of 236,812 .. oe eve soe ie oi o . 
POLICY OF ASSURANCE for £1,000 .., oe owe oes ove » £640 


Sold £1,510 
£1,762 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota ov Keaisteass 1x ATTENDANCE O” 


Date EmeERGEXCY Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
? Rota, No, I, Joror. Swinvsw Eavr 
Monday April 28 Mr Leach Mr Jolly Mr Goldschmidt Mr Synge 
Tuesgay ...... 29 Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxam Borrer 
Wednesday ... 30 Borrer Bioxam Farmer Jolly 
Thursdy May 1 Synge Goldschmidt Charch Bloxam 
, == Farmor Leach Greswell Goldschmidt 
Saturday ...... 3 Church Borrer Leach ; Farmer 
Date Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Juatics 
’ Wanainorox, NEVILLE. Ev, Sag@ayr. 
Monday April 23 Mr Bloxam Mr Borrer Mr Church Mr Greswell 
Tuesday ...... 29 Jolly Leach Farmer Church 
Wednesday... 30 Synge Greswell Goldschmidt Leach 
Thursdy May 1 Farmer Jolly Leach Borrer 
Friday ......... 2 Churen Bloxam Borrer Synze 
Saturday...... 3 Goldschmidt Synge Greswell Jolly 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in Caanorey. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, April 18. 


AVREBOO RUBBER ESTATES, LTD.—Petn for winding-up presented April 14, directed to 
be heard April 29. Wynue-Baxter & Keeble, 9, Lauren:e Pountney bill, solors for the 
petor. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock 
the afternoon of April 28. 

B M PATTons GARAGE, LTD.—Petn for winding-up, presented Mar 11, directed to be 
heard at the Town Hall, Windsor, on May 6. Tree & Co, 6, Broad street pl, solors 
for the peturs. Notice of appearing must reach the above named nvt later than 
six o’c ock in the afternoon of May 5. 

CRAWLEY, CORDEAUX & Co, LTD.—Ureditors are required, on or before June @, to send 
their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, tu 
F. W. Wilkinson, Fins»ury ct, Finsbury py mt, liquidator. 

DEPTFORD E .GINEERING Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before May 3!, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or cl .ims, to Ernest Arthur Browne, 4, Soutsampton row, Kingsway, | quidator. 

GILBERT ARC LAMP Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or befure May 18, to send their 
names and ad.‘resses, and the particuiars of tieir debts or ciaims, to William Anderson 
Henderson, 3, Fenchurch st, siquidator. 

GREAT CENiRAL INVESTMENT Txst, Ltp.—Peto for winding-up, presented April 15, 
directed to be heard Apri! 29. Josaph N. Nabarro, 47, Albemarle st, solor for the 
petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than six o'c.ock 
in the afternoon of April 28. 

INTERNATIONAL AUTO WHEEL Co, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 3, to 
send t'eir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Fred rick Stuart C ark, 85, Gresham st, liquidator. 

KINGSWAY STEAMSHIP CO, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry 
Wentworth Dillon, 91 and 93, Bishopsgate, liquidator. 

PREMIER INSURANCE CO, LTD.—Petn for winding-up, presented April 10, directed to be 
heard April 29. Roney & Co, Orient House, New Broad st, s lors for the peturs. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named uot later than six O'clock in the 
afterncon of Apr.l 28. 

ROWE SHIPPING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 21, to send their 
nares and addresses, and particulars of ther debts or claims, to Peter Rowe & 
Sons, 126 & 127, The Exchange, Cardiff, liquidators. 

RUISLIP SYNDICATE, LT0.—Creditors are required on or b3fore June 3), to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of theic debts or claims, to Edward Heary 
Young, 8, Draper’s gdns, liquidator. 

TURNtR & CO (SHOE MEKCERS) Lrp., LEICESTER (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). 

Creditors are required, on or before May 10, to send their names and addresses, and 

the particulars of their debts or claias, to Alfred G. Deco», 13-16, Corridor chmbrs, 

Leicester, liquidator. 

JNITED CORSET WORKS, LTD.—Petn for Winding-up presented April 12, directed t» be 

heard at the Guildhall, Bristol, April 30 at 12, Meade-King & Co, 2, St. Stephen's 
chmbrs, Baldwin st, Bristol, Agents for Rigby, 15, Cooper st, Manchester, slr for 
the petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six 

o'clock in the afternoon of Tuesday, April 29 


COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER, 
Limitsp 15 Omamosey. 


HoutmME & KING, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up presented April 11, directed to be hewd 
at the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester on April 28 at 10.45. Field & Cunniig- 
ham, 5, John Dalton st, Manchester, solors f r the petnr. Noticeof appearing must 
reac. the above named not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of April 26 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, April 22. 


ATKINS BROTHERS AND Cox, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before May 21, to send their names and ad:res<es, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Freleric William Davis, 95 97, Finsbury pymt 
Meadows & Co, St. Leonards on Sea, solors for the liquidator. 

BRITISH MAXA, LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before May 8, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claim., to 
John Bernard Morga”, 49, Queen Victuria st, Gecidator. 

C. J. HENDERSON, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Beverley, 1!, Grocers’ Hall ct, Poultry, liquidator. 

CHAPELLERIE£, LTp.—Petn ter winding-up preserted April 17, directed to be heard 
May 6. Cohen & Co, Audrey House, Ely pl, solors for the petnr. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later tha six o'clock in the afternoon of May 5. 

GABRIEL SANDRET, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors sre required, on or 
before June 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to George Hugh Cobley, 27, Southampton st,*trand. Hutchison & Cuff, 
stone bldgs, Lincoln's Inn, solors for the liquidator. 

NATIONAL INDEPENDENT ORDER OF ODDFELLOW% GUARANTEE Socikty, Lip (IN 
VOLUNTARY LIQuIDATION).—Creditors are required, On or be Ore May 22, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the particula s of their debts or claims, to Mr. George 
Johnson, 9, Hyde gr, Shakespeare st, Chorlton on Mediovk, Manchester. Cobbett 
& Co, Manchester, solors for the liquidator. 

STUDEBAKER CORPORATION (OF ENGLAND), Lrp.—Creditors are required on or before 
May 7, to send in their names and addresses, and full particulars of their debta or 
claims, to Eustace Hargreaves Watson, 143-145, Great Portland st, liquidator. 
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Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, April 18. 


STERLING ENGINEERING AND AUTOMOBILE CO, LTD, 
SOUTHFIELD MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. 
RUISLIP SYNDICATE, LTD. 
DEPTFORD ENGINEERING Co, LTD. 
Norwicn Graruic Co, Ltp. 
Iqurros Stramsutp Co, Lrp 
NATIONAL INDEPENDENT ORDER OF ODDFELLOWS GUARANTEE Soctety, LTp. 
HieHam Gas Co, LtD 
VicTORIA NURSERIES, LTD 
Jous Roper (Gear Currers), LTD. 
CEDROS OIL SYNDICATE, LTD 
INTERNATIONAL AUTO WHEEL Co, LTD 
Cyona Co, LTD. 
D.S.R. SYNDICATE, LTD. (Reconstruction) 
MURCHISON ASSOCIATED, LTD. (Reconstruction), 
GAINSBOROUGH AND District PLATE GLASS INSURANCE Co, LTD. 
KINGSWAY STEAMSHIP Co, LTD, 
SouTH WALES TOBACCO MANUF.CCURING Co, LTD, 
London Gazette.—TurspaT, April 22. 
BRITISH MAXA, LTD. 
AUBREY EDWARDs & Co, LTD. 
FE. T. Bottom, Lrp 
RoBERT Crooke & Sons, LTD. 
W. T. Hepvors, LTD. 
UNIVERSAL PoLisu, LTD 
De Movurtprep & Co, LD. 
W. W. Harrison & Co, LTD 
SELDON Bros, LTD 
AFLECTITE CELLULOID SYNDICAT#, LD, 
GARDEN CINE THEATRES, LTD. 
GABRIEL SANDRET, LTD. 
ANGLO-RUSSIAN DRILLING Co, LTD 
MAIKOP MAIN LINE SYNDICATE, LTb. 
E-skX Pure Drvue Srores, Ltp 
St. IVES LIBERAL AssocraTiIon, LTp 
JONATHAN SHaw & Co (DARLASTON), LTD. 
STUDEBAKER CORPORATION (OF ENGLAND), LTD. 
SMYRNA Drixp Fauir IMPORTERS ASSOCIATION (LONDON), LTp. 
F DMONTON-STRATHCONA LAND SYNDICATE, LTD, 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, April 18, 


Michtart, Mavaicr, Lydford rd, Cricklewood Junel13 Katz vy Michacl, Warrington 
and Sargant, J} Cave, Hatton gdn 

Parmer, Witttam Henry, Aberystwyth, Hotel Keeper May 20 Bennetts v Lewis 
and Szlumper, Warrington and Sargant, JJ Roberts, Aberystwyth 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, April 22. 


Humraeis, Awnte Avausta, Low Moor, Bradford, Yorks May 19 Naylor vy Smith 
and Others, Sargaoct, J Gaunt, Bradford 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, April 18 
AvY, GEORGE AUGUSTUS, Pelaw, Durham May 1 Criddle & Criddle, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 
AWFORD, SARAH MATILDA, Plimsoll rd, Finsbury Park May 23 Finch & Turner 
Cannon st 
BAINBRIDGE, GEORGE EDWARD PENISTON, JP, Lincoln, Draper May 12 Brogden, 
sinceln 
BALLINGER, THOMAS, Bishop's Cleeve, Gloucester May 6 Rickerby & Co, Cheltenhsm 
Koyb, Dr CAMIBELL, Sloane ct, Chelsea May 21 CC. riwiight & Cunningham, Pater- 
no ter row 
BRENNAN, MARY, Congleton, Chestcr April 23 Daniel. Macclesfield 
BkIDGES MMA, Worksop May 16 JS & CA Whall, Worksop 
BURUETT, THOMAS, Aylest mn Park, Le'cester May19 J & S Harris, Leicester 
BURROUGHES, JAMES SAMUEL, Seaford, Sussex May 31 Crawfurd & Barwell, Seaford 
BURT, LAURA OLIVER Bourvemouth June 1 Fooks & Co, Carey st, Linculu's Inn 
ARSON, ANNIE, A’nwick, April29 Percy & Son, Alnwick 
CHALMERS, FREDERICK VicToR, West Worthing June7 Hilbery & Co, Bishopsgate 
CHARLTON, AMY, Dalebury 1d, Upper Tooting May 31 Grover & Co, Manchester 
CLARK, FREDERICK GORGE, Redcliffe gdns, South Kensington May 31 Christie 
L neoln’s Inn fields 


CLARKSO¥, ANNIE MARIA, Longhborough May19 Slater & Brunton, Loughborough 

CL SE, HENRY GASKELL, Eaton sq May 17 Harston & Benvett, Bishopsgate 

COLE, Jabez, Menston, York May 19 Perkins & Hind, Bradford 

COLLINS, — FREDERICK, Norbury, Surrey May 19 Last & Co, Suffolk pl, Hay 
market ‘ 

eee HENRY JOHN, Edgbaston, Warwick May 24 Lunn & Gibbs, Stratford upon 

von 

COTTON, MARTHA, Mutley, Plymouth May 10 Thomas, Helston, Cornwall 

DABBS, SARAH ANN, Ilford, Essex May 12 Pattinson & Brewer, Gt James st 

DANIELS, PETER, Manchester May 31 Innes, Manchester 

DAVEY, JOHN, Taunton, Somerset May $1 Booker, Wellington, Somerset 

DAVIES, AARON, Featherstone, York May 19 Wilson & Woodhead, Castleford 

DAWSON, JAMES EDWARD, Bramhall, Chester May 16 Brown & Co, Stockport 


DICKENSON, WILLIAM GEORGE, High rd, Kilburn, Licensed Victualler May 19 Culd- 


ham & Birkett, 3 and 4, Clement's inn, Strand 

DONCASTER, WILLIAM, Clumber, nr Worksop May 19 Storey & Sons, Sunderland 

EARLE, ALFRED, Swanage, Dorset, Upholsterer May 20 Beavan, Swanage 

FENNELL JOHN, Ludiow, Salop, Butcher May17 Weyman & Co, Ludlow 

FOSTER, JAMES, Sett'e, Yorks June1l Hargreave & Heaton, Birm ngham 

a JOHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Registrar of Births and Deatns May 17 Piercy 

eeds 

GOSLING, GEORGE, Sutton, Surrey Junel Fooks & Co, Carey st, Lincoln’s Inn 

GREENGRASS, LOUISA HANNAH, Denning rd, Hampstead June 2 Hughes & Sons, John st 
Bedford row 

HARBOR, CHARLES STANLEY, Caversham, Reading May 31 Brain & Brain, Reading 

Hewitt, CLARA JEFFS, Cromwell rj, Kensington May 31 nowse & Eve, Salters’ 
Hall ct, Cannon st 

HupsoN, Ropert, Leeds May17 Piercy, Leeds 

Hur:T, ROBERT Torrinc, Appleton within Wid %3, Lancs May 31 Wood & Sons 
Warrington 

Hype GroRGE, Purley, Surrey, Butcher May 10 Holt, Purley 

JACKMAN. HENRIETTA MARIA, Salcombe, Devon Mayt Hurrell, Kingsbridge, Devon 

JAMES, JAMES FRANCIS, Amersham vale, New Cruss, D ptford, Newcagent May 15 
Avery & Wolverson, New Cross rd 

JAMES, JOHN, Mutley, Plymouth May 8 Thomas, Helston, Cornwall 

JoO.E3, JOHN, Llangwstenin, Carnarvou, Market Gardener May 15 Chamberlain & 
Johnson, Llandudno 

Ke®LLY, RICHARD EpMwuND, South Norwood hill May 24 St ong & Co, Gracechurch st 

LANDRAY, ALICE EMMA CARoLINE, Be. kenham, Kent April 3u Bale, Dunedin House 
Baainghall av 

LECKy, BLANCHE KATHERINE JANET, Sinclair rd, Kensington May19 Gear & Will 
Lincoln s inn fields 

LEWIS, ELIZABETH, Portishead, Somerset Junel Marcy & Co, Bewdley 

LLEWELYN, Epits, Liwynypia, Glam Junel Bowen & Son, Poutypool 

LLOYD, JANE, Blackpool May 24 Chapman & Co, Manchester 

Lowk, Dorcas, -t Leonards, Sussex May 26 Meadows & Co, Hastings 

Lusk, THOMAS, Bury May 21 Ward & Hirst, Huddersfield 

MACINTOSH, JOHN, Woolhampton, nr Reading May 18 Gomm, Margate, Kent 

MONGAN, HERBERT JOHN, Stove bidgs, Lincoln's inn, Barrister at Law May2z6 Wilki: 
son & Co, Bedford st, Covent Garden 

NORTON, JAMES WILLIS, Kelsall, Chester May 19 Brassey, Chester 

RADCLIFFE, JOSEPH HENRY, Hollinwood,O.dham Junei Aacroft & Co, O\dham 

REED, ELIZA, St Leonards onsea May 26 Meadows & Co, Hastings 

ROBERTS, JOSEPH, Stanningley, Yorks May 1 Wilson, Le ds 

Rog, KoBeRrT, Hetzghington, Lincoln, Miller May 12 Brigden, Lincoln 

KupDGE, N UAILLE, Threekingham, Lincoin May 25 Atkey & Uo, Sackville st, Piccadilly 

SELLERS, LINTON, Halifax, Joiner May8 Mackrell, Halifax 

STEAD, ELLEN ELIZABETH, Cecile park, Crouch End May 20 Moodie & Sons, Basing- 
hall av 

CHORNES, WILLIAM RoGERS, Dorrington, Salop May 3 Peele & Co, Shrewsbury 

CHORNES, EL!Z\ BETH EMILY, Dorrington, Salop May3 Pe-le & Co, Shrewsbury 

WALKDEN, JESSE, Blackpool May 17 Robinson, Blackpool 

WALLIS, JOSEPH HAYTHORNE, Chiswick Mall, Middix May 15 Corb uld Ellis & 
Mitche!l, Clement's In 

WILLIAMS, ELIZABETH ANN, Redruth, Cornwall May1 Rowse, R«druth 

WiMrERis, EMMA ANN, and WIMPERIS,|}MARY, Half Moon st Piccadilly May22 Lee & 
Pemberton:, Lincoln's inn fields 

WINTER, ELIZABETH FORD, Tavistock, Devon May 31 Mathews, Tavistock 

WYNFORD, Rt Hon CAROLINE ELIZA MONTAGU, BARONESS, Lowndes sq, May 16 Trower 
& Co, New sq, Linco n’s Inn 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 22. 


ALCOCK, DEBORAH, St Leonards on Sea May 24 Phillips & Cheeseman, Hastings 

BARTON, EDWARD GOLDING, India, Bengal, Engineer June 1 Latteys & Hart, 
Lea lenhall st 

BLANDY, JOHN BURDEN, Madeira May 22 Lee & Pembertons, 44, Linccln’s Inn fields 

BRADLEY, NATHANIEL, Southse:, Corn Merchant's Clerk Apr.l 1 Gob.e & Warner 
Fareham, Hants 

BRUCE, EMILY, Southampton May 31 Pearce & Keele, Southampton 

BURTON, ELIZABETH, Bootham Park, Yorks May 3 Croft, Richmond, Yorks 

COOK, SYDENHAM Henry, Lynette av, Clapham Common May 27 Strong & Co, 
G-acechurch st 

Cox, ELIzA ADAMS STUART LIVINGSTONE, Lower Kennington In May 27 Kirk 
Eldon st 

DUDMAN, JOHN MORTIMER, Farleigh rd, Stoke Newington May 25 Lawton, Surrey st 

DURBESSICH. RICHARD, Cardiff Mav 22 Robertson, Bute Docks, Cardiff 

FREMERSDORF, WILLIAM, Tenby May 19 Pethybridge, Cardiff 

GARDNER, ROBERT, Lancaster May 17 Ho'den & Co, Lancaster 

GODDARD, HARRY, Effrard, Brixton May 21 Stimson, Salisbury House, London Wall 

GOUGH-CALTHORPE, ‘Rt Hon SOMERSET JOHN, 7:h Baron Calvhorpe, Perry Barr, Statts 
May 31 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 

ILAMPTON, GEPRGE, Rodington, Salop, Farmer May 19 Newill, Wellington 

HARSTON, JoHN, Newark upon Trent May9 Burke, Newark upon Trent 

HASSETT, RosE Ey, Chariton, Kent June 2 Duke & Son, Ironmonger In 

INCHIQVIN, the Right Honourable ELLEN HARRIET BARONESS, Sloane st May 31 
Foyer & Co, Essex st 

JouHNSON, ANN, Wigan April 28 Taylor & Co, Wigan 

JONES, CHARLOTTE, West Hill, Highgate June9 Ashton & Son, Sackville st 

KELLEY, WILLIAM, Talfourd rd, Camberwell, Lighterman May 22 Bolton & Co, Tem- 

ple gdns, Temple 

LEADBITTER, NICHOLAS, Newcastle upon Tyne August 1 Mavghan & Hall, Newcastle 
up m Tyne 

Len, HENRY, Birmingham May19 Westwood & Co, Birmingham 

LETTS, CHARLES JOHN, Royal Exchange May 30 Marchant & Newington, College st, 
Cannon +t 

MAIN, RICHARD CHARLES, Ivy In, Tailor May 31 Champion & Co, Union ct, Old 
Bro wi st ’ 

McLEop, Murpocu, Lytham, Lancs, Warelouseman May 31 Crofton & Co, Man- 
chester 

Moorsy, JAMES DARNLEY,Chelt nham May 21 Gr.ffiihs & Waghorn, Cheltenham 

MORGAN, GEORGE SAMU“L, Malpas, Chester, Draper May 28 Hugh s, Chester 

MUMFORD, GEORGE, Bournemouth May 31 Satchell & Co, King st 

NAISH. JOSEPH, Whitley Bay, Northumberland May 26 Giison, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 

NISBEr, JANE CHARLOTTE, Clifton, Bristol May 31 Meade King & Co, Bristol 

NOBLE, HENRY, Harrogate April 30 Beaumont & Croft, Leeds 

OTTER, ELIZABETH, Haywards Heath, Sussex May 24 Wyatt, Haywards Heath 

PRICE, CHARLES, Warminster, Wilts Juve 1 Wakeman & Son, Warminster 

PvuGu, WILLIAM BUCKLEY, Esq, JP, Pa rington, Yi rks June13 Park & Son, Hull 

tonins, Henry Trices, Yealmpton, Devin May 3i Walker & Co, Theobalds rd 

ROBINSON, ARTHUR, Lawrence Weston, Glous Juel Benson & Co, Bristol 

ROWLAND, JOHN, Southampton May 0 Newman. Southampton 

SHORTHOUSE, THOMAS T, Bradley, Bilston, Staffs, Iron Merchart May 30 Hall, 
Woiverhampton 

>MITH, THOMAS, Hulme, Manchester, Tallow Re‘iner May 9 Finney & Co, Bolton 

SMITH, WILLIAM, East Sheen, Surrey May3l Sawyer & Withall, Lincoln's inn fields 

STAFFORD, GEORGINA, West Bridgford, Notts May 31 Bramley & Woodcend, Notting- 
ham 

STEPHENS, MARY ELiZA ADAMS, St Leonard's ter, Chelsea May 31 Upperton & Co, 
Llocoln’s inn fields 

STERNBERG, HERMANN, Angel ct, Throgmorton st, Stock Dealer June 4 Hands 
Gresham st 
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SiEVENS, MARY, St Charles sq, North Kensington May 
Brixton 


Toms, ANNIE SOPHIA Power, Southend on Sea May 20 Winterboth.m & Co, Chelten 


ham 
TrcKER, MARY, St Nicholas, Devon May 23 
WapD, Henry Cary, St Leonards on Sea May 6 Crosse & 


Bankruptcy Notices. | 


London Gazette.—FRDAyY, April 18. } 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALLMAN, ELIZABETH ANN, Weymouth, School Proprietress 
Dorchester Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

APPLETON, ELIZABETH FRANCES, King’s Lynn, Milliner 
King’s Lynn Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Auton, THOMAS, Asenby, Yorks, Agricultural Labourer | 
Northallerton Pet April15 Ord April 15 

BAMBERGER, HARRY THEODORE, Gloucester pl High 
Court Pet Mari7 Ord April 15 

BARNARD, JOHN WILLIAM, Staff. rd, 
Stafford Pet Mar27 Ord April 14 

BaRTLETT, FRED, Devonport, Builder Plymouth Pet 
April 14 Ord April 14 

RLOORE, ALBERT FREDERICK, Stockton Brook, 
Farmer Hanley Pet April 16 Ord April 16 } 

BOVEINGTON, FREDERICK, Ba-inghall st, Fine Art Dealer | 
High Court Pet April15 Ord Apiil 15 

BOWYER, HARRY, Bridgwater, Carter Bridgwater Pet 
April 15 Ord April 15 

CHAPMAN, WILLIAM GEorGE, Leatherhead, Su'rey Croy- 
dom Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

Ci. ERRY, JOHN WILLIAM, Caddington, nr Luton, Boot- 
maker Luton Pet Aprillé Ord April 14 

CoopER, ROBERT WILLIAM, Mansfied, N tts, Generil 
Dealer Notiingham Pet April14 Ord April 14 

CONNELL, J, Chancery In, Secretary to a Friendly Society 
High Court Pet Mar 10 Ord April 15 

Dt CAMPO, ANTONELLO POSTORINO, Southfields, Wands- 
worth Wandsworth Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

DOWDING, FREDERICK JAMES, St Nocts, Cornwall Croydon 
Pet Feb 18 Ord April 15 

ELLIOTT, WILLIAM, Lancaster, Furnishing Ironmonger 
Preston Pet April15 Ord April 15 

Fisk, DAVID DANIKL, Swinefie: t, nr —— Yorks, Painter 
Wakefield Pet April 15 Ord April 1 

GROVES, JOHN, Leomin ter, P.cture Palace Proprietor 
Leominster Pet Aprill Ord April 16 

HAMBLETON, Davip, Loughboro’ st, Kennington, Time 
Keeper High Court Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

HANCOX, JOHN, Walsall, Coal Dealer Walsall Pet Apr! 
16 Ord April 16 

HORNSBY, RICHARD, Towcester, B.ker 
April 14 Ord April 14 

HOUSDEN, JAMES Bb, Sea, Kent Croydon Pet Mar 
23 Ord April 1 

livysLop, ALFRED V ALENTINE, Ambergate st, Kennington, 
House Furnisher High Court Pet April 14 Ord 
April 14 

KNort, WALTER CHARLES, Waliirgton, oe Insurance 
Clerk Croydon Pet Mar 12 Ord April 

LANE, HENRY EDWARD, Birmingham, Baker 
PetiA pril 16 Ord April 16 

LEVI R, SAMUEL, and REGINALD LEVER, Prestwich, Lancs 
Taxi Cab Proprietors Salfo.d Pet April 16 Ord 
April 16 

LONG, JOHN WILLIAM, York, Glass Blower York Pet 
April 14 Ord April 14 

MELROSE, HARRY, Wandsworth Bridge rd Windsor Pe: 
Aprit 15 Ord April 15 

MILLER, RICHARD, Southampton, Butcher South: mpton 
Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

MORGAN, EpGAR JOHN, Deri, Glam, Grocer 

_ Tydfil Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

NICHOLSON, H A (Male), Ashtun under Lyne, Baker 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Mar 31 Ord April 15 

OWEN, HENRY, Barry, Glam, Fish Dealer Cardiff Pet 
April 14 Ord April 14 | 

RAKUSEN, SAMUEL, Lea Bridge rd, Grocer High Cout | 
Pet April14 Ord April 14 


Furniture Dealer 


Staffs 


Northampton Pet 


‘Sir mingham 


Merthyr 


Jordan & Son, 


26 Armstrong, Mostyn rd 


Teignmouth 
Sons, Lancas‘er pl, Strand 








ROBERTS, HOWARD JAMES, Smethwick, 
West Bromwich Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

ROBINSON, JOHN SCHNABEL, Newport, Salop, Clerk Staf- 
ford Pet April16 Ord April 16 


RUSSELL, GEORGE WILLIAM, Newton Abbot, Devon, Baker | 


Exeter Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

SAUNDERS, THOMAS, Malmesbury, oe Coach Builde 
Swindon Pet Apr.li5 Ord April 1 

SHIELDS BxorderRs, Green st, Upton Park, Tobacco 
Dealers High Court Pet Ap il5 Ord April 16 

VAIL, WILLIAM, and WILLIAM JAMES SHORK, St A!bans, 
Builders St Aibans Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

WESTON, OLIVER, Croydon, Public H use Broker Croyd n 
Pet April16 Ord April 16 

WILLOUGHBY, GEORGE LARRY, Manchester, 
Manchester Pet Aprill Ord April 14 


Architect, 


Amended notices substituted for those pubished in 


the London Gazette of April 15: 
LENNOX, CECILIA GEORGINA SUSAN, Chichester Brighton 
Pet Dec 31 Ord April 11 
LOWE, FRANCIS VOLTAIRE, Manchester Paint and Colour 
Contractor Salford Pet April9 Ord April 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALLMAN, ELIZABETH ANN, Weymouth, School Pruprietres: 
April 29 at 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

3AMBERGER, HARRY THEODORE, Gloucester pl April 28 
at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

30VEINGTON, FKEDERICK, Basinghall street, Fine Art 
Deiler April 28 at11 Bankruptcy bidzs, Carey st 

CHAPPELL, HERBERT, Spalding, Builder April 28 at 11.45 
rhe White Hart Hotel, Spalding 

CONNELL, J (male), Chancery In, Secretary to a Friendly 
Society April 28 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Cooper, ROBERT WILLIAM, Sutton in Ashfield, General 
Dealer April 26at 11 Off Kec, 4 Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

DIMMER, AUGUSTUS ROBERT VINCENT, Witham, Ess +x 
Barrister_at Law April 28 at 3 Off Rec, 14, Fedford 
row 

EBERHARDT, FREDERICK CHARLES BAKLOW, Wylde Green, 
Sutton Coldficld, Surgeon April 50 at 11.30 Ruskin 
chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, birmingham 

HAMBLETON, DAVID. Loughboro’ st, -Kennington, Time 
Keeper April 29 at 12 Bankruptcy bides, Carey st 


HARVEY, WILLIAM HENkY, Buiwell, Notts, General Dealer | 


April 28 at1l Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Pa:k s:, Notting 
ham 

ITODKINSON, FRANK, Cheltenham, Coach Builder 
at 330 County Court bligs, Cheloen am 

HORROCKS, DANIKL, Sutten Oak, St Helens, Licensed Vic- 
tualler April 29 at 11 Of Rec, Union M.rine b dgs, 
11, Dale st, Liverpo»l 

HOUSDEN, JAMES B, Sydenham, Kent 
York rd, Westminster Bri ige rd 

HysLop, ALFRED VALENTINE, Ambzerga‘e st, Kennington, 
House Furnisler April 29 at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Lone, JOHN WILLIAM, York, Glass Blower April 28 at 
3.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

MILLER, RICHARD, Southampton, Butcher April 28 at 11 
Otf Kec, Midland Bank c.imbrs, High st, Southampton 

PHILLIPS, RACHEL, Login, Carmarthen April 26 atl1l Oi 
Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

RAKUSEN, SAMUEL, Lea Bridge rd, Wholesale Grocer 
Aprii 30 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 

SHIELD*, BROTHERS, Green st, Upton Park, Tobacco 
Dealers April 30at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

lOWNSEND, CHARLES EDWIN, Napton on the Hill, Warwick, 
Grocer April 28 at12 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 


April 6 


Ap.il 28 at 11 132, 


WELLS, EmMA, St Albans, Herta May 31 

WHITLOCK, ANNIE, Auriol rd, West Kensington May 18 Barber & Son, 3t Swithins In 

WINSTANLEY, FRANCES BrRcH, Rugby 

Woops EMILY, Teignmouth May 23 Jordan & Son, Teignmouth 

WRIGHT, JOHN WILLIAM, East st, Lamb's Conduit st, Holborn, Chair Maker May 21 
Stimsou, Salisbury House, London Wall 


S‘affs, Tailor | 


| GIRLING, CLEMENT, 


Hodding & Clark, St Albans 


April 30 Seabroke & Son, Rugby 


VAIL, WILLIAM, and WrturAM JAMES SH Rk, St Albans‘ 
Herts, Builders April 28 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs 
Carey st 

ADJU DICATIONS. 


Bridport pl, Hoxton 
Feb 22 Ord 


RICHARD, 


ALLEN, FREDERICK 
High Court Pet 


Licensed Victualler 
April 15 

ALLMAN, ELIZABETH ANN, Weymouth, Schcol Proprietres: 
Dorchester Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

APPLETON, ELIZABETH FRANCES, K’ng’s Lynn, Milliner 
King’s Lynn Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Auton, THOMAS, Asenby, Yorks, Agricultural Labourer 
Northallerton Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

BARTLETT, FReD, Devonport, Builder and Contractor 
Plymouth Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

BEGB E, HAMILTON LuaRv, Wynnstay gdus, Kensin ston 
High Court Pet Feb 7 Ord April 15 

BELTON, BERNARD, St Mary Church, South Devon Hast 
ings Pet Nov 21 Ord April 15 

BLOORE, ALBERT FREDERICK, Stockton Brook, Staffs, 
Fa:mer Hanley Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

30VEINGTON, FREDERICK, Basinghall st, Fine Art Dealer 
High Court Pet April15 Ord April 15 

30WYER, HARRY, Bridgwater, Carter Bridgwater Pet 
April 15 Ord April 15 

CHERRY, JOHN WILLIAM, Caddington, nr Luton, Boot- 
maker Luton Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

CoopeR, ROBERT WILLIAM, Mansfield, General Dealer 
Nottingham Pet April14 Ord April 14 

DAvVigs, Davip, Crewe, Licensed Victualler 
and Crewe Pet April 2 2 Ord April 12 

DOCKKELL, GEORGE SHANNON, Chepstow pl, Bayswater 
High Court P-t Feb 15 Ord April 16 

EBERHARDT, FREDERICK CHARLES BARLOW, Sutton Cold- 
field, Surgeon Birmingham Pet April 12 Ord April 16 

ELLIOTT, WILLIAM, Lancaster, Furnishivg lrunmonger 
Preston Pet April 15 Ord Apr.l 15 

Fisk, DAVID DANIEL, Swinefleet, nr Goole, 
Wakefield Pet April 15 Ord April 1 

Market Deeping, Einooin, 
Peterborough Pet Feb 14 Ord Apri] 14 

HAMBLETON, DAVID, Loughbvro’ st, Kennington, Time- 
keeper High Court Pet April16 Ord April 16 

HORNSBY, RICHARD, Towcaster. Northampton, Baker 
Northampton Pet Aprill4 Ord April 14 

liySLOP, ALFuxED VALENTINE, Amber ate st, Kennington, 
House Furnisher High Court Pet April 14 Ord 
April 14 

LANE, HENRY EDWARD, Birmiagham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

LAVINGTON, CHARLES DAVID, Wocdberry grove, Finsbury 
Park, Builder Edmonton Pet eb 27 Ord April 14 

Lona, JOHN WILLIAM, ork, Glass Blower York Pet 
April 14 Ord April 14 

LOWE, FRANCIS VOLTAIRE, Manchester, Pa'nt and Co’our 
Contractor Salford Pet April9 Ord April 15 

MEATES, SIDNEY Evwin, Copthall av, Stockbroker 
High Court Pet Jan i8 Ord April 16 

MELROSE, HARRY, Wandsworth Bridge ri, 
Windsor Pet April15 Ord April 15 

MILLER, RICHARD, Sou'hampton, Butcher Southampton 
Pet Apr }16 Ord April 16 

MORGAN, EDGAR JOHN, Deri, Glam, Grover 
Tydfil Pet April16 Ord April 16 

OWEN, HENkryY Barry, Glam, Fish Dealer 
April 14 Ord April 14 

RoserRts, HowARD JAMES, Smethwick, Staffs, 
West bromwich Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

ROBINSON, JOHN SCHNABEL, Newport, Salop, Cler< 
Stafford Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

RUSSELL, GEORGE WILLIAM, Newton Abbot, Devon, Baker 
Exeter Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

SAUNDERS, THOMAS, Malmesbury, Wilts, Coachbuilder 
Swindon Pet April i5 Ord April 15 


Nantwich 


Yorks, Painter 


Grocer 


Fulham 


Merthyr 
Cardiff Pet 


Tailor 














THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MoOooNnGATE STHAAT, LOmNPom, 


ESTABLISHED iN 890. 


3.0. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Ciauses for insertioa in Leases ur Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


* pplication. 


POOLING 


INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 


a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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WILLovGHBY, GreorGk HARRY, Manchester, Architect 
Manchester Pet Ap:ill Ord April 16 
WILson, JOHN FREDERICK, Fore st, Printer 


Pet Mar & Ord April 16 


High Court 


London Gazette.—TURSDAY, April 22. 
RECEIVING ORDER 4. 


rd 
Ord 


ALBERT, Comercial 


BALDWINS, CHARLES EDWARD 
Pet April 17 


Limehouse, Baker H ch Court 
April 17 

BEAUMONT, Horace WILLIAM, Cheapside, Manufacturer's 
Agent High Court Pet Fe) 19 Ord April i8 

30WEN, J T, Merton rd, Wimbledon, Hosier 4 ingston, 
Pet April 10 Ord April 17 

CLOKE, STANLEY. Hale In, Edgware, Refuse Disposal Con- 
tractor Barnet Pet Marii Ord April 17 

Co.oK, STANLEY, North End rd, Fulham, Confectioner 
High Court Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

Day, WILLIAM, Cheltenham, Dairyman Cheltenham 
April 18 Ord April 18 

FAGIN, SOLOMO*, Liverpool, Furniture Dealer, Liverpool 
Pet April4 Ord April 17 

FLETCHER, JosEPH, Arundel st, Strand 
Dec 14 Ord April 11 

FORRER, CHARLES LESLIE DUNCAN, 
Court Pet Marl Ord April 18 

GapsBY, FRANK CALLADI\E, Carlton, Notts, B 
Nottingham Pet April 19 Ord April l9 

GREEN, DEMETRIUS, Pembridve rd, Notting 
High Curt Pet Feb 18 Ord April 19 

Hepers, WILLIAM THOMAS, Arundel st High Court Pet 
April 18 Ord April 1s 

Hewitt, Groner, Chester, General Dealer 
April 17 Ord April 17 

HILL, WALTER, Hoe st, Walthamstow, Boot Dealer 
Court Pet A;ril 18 Ord April 18 

Hopeason, ERNEST FRANCIS, North Ormesby, nr Middle 
brough, Cartman Middlesbrough Pet April17 ord 
April 17 

Jackson, AR'HUR EDWARD, Norwic, Merchant's Clerk 
Norwich Pet Aprii 18 Ord April 18 

Kine, JOHN MATTHEW, Glastononry, 
Wells Pet Aprili8 Ord April 18 

Lawrence, HAL, Avinger rd, Bedford Park 
Pet Mar 11 Ord April 17 

LENZBERG, JOSEPHINE, Brondesbury 
Court Pet April 18 Ord April i8 

Lyons, THOMAS CHARLES, Plymouth, Tailor 
Pet April 17 Ord April 17 

MERRIMAN, AUGUSTUS BoYL# CHAMBERLAYNE, St John st 
Fin-bury, Barrister at law High Cuurt Pet Mar 18 
Ord April 16 

NEWMAN, HARRY, Brighton, Undertaker 
April18 Ord Aprit 18 

Pyz, MAut.N, Great Yarmouth, Baker Great Yarmouth 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

RODERICK, DAVID MORGAN, Ystradgynlsis, Brecon, Painter 
Neath Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

So rr, Joun LINDSAY, Jermynst HUighCourt Pet Jan 16 
Ord April 17 

SRARLE, (GEORGE, Mount Radford, Exeter, Tobacconist 
Exeter Pet April i8 Ord April 18 

Srupkin, Davip, Goswell rd Hig: Court 
Ord April 17 

Topp, JEss8, Bardney, 
April is Ord April 18 

TURNHAM, Ropert CoaTE3, Kentish Town rd 
Agent High Court Pet Mar 26 Ord April 17 

WAINWRIGHT JALBERT SIDNEY, Hyde ter, Tollinzton Park, 
Surveyor High Court Pet April 13 Ord April 18 

WARRILOW, JAMES BAKEWELL,, Chippenham, Cycle 
Agent Bath Pet April 14 Ord April 19 

WEINBERG, GopFREY, Fulham rd, Tailor 
Pet Feb7 Ord April 17 

WHiTLock, WaLtTer, Market 
Pet Apri! 3 Ord April 18 

Woop, CHARLES, Hounslow, 
Maris Ord April 19 


Pet 


High Court Pet 


tegent st High 


rman 


Hill Gate 


Chester Pet 


High 


Horse Dealer 


Brentford 


rd, Kilburn High 


Plymouth 


Brighton Pet 


Pet Mar 29 


Lincs, Butcher Lincoln Pet 


E.tate 


High Court 


Harborough Leicester 


Stationer Brentford Pet 


FIRST MEETINGS, 
ASLIN, ALFRED ERNEST, West Bridgford, 
houseman May 2 at ll 
st, Nottingham 
Auton, THOMAS, Asenby, 
April 3u at 11.30 
Middlesbrou h 


Notts, Ware- 
Of Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park 


York, Agricultural Labourer 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 


BALDWIN, CHARLES EDWARD ALBERT, Comniercial rd, 
Limehouse, Baker May 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

BARNARD, JOHN WILLIAM, Stafford, Furniture Dealer 
May 1 at 11.30 Of Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

BARTLETT, FRED, Devonport, Bu:lder May 5 at 3.15 
7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

BEAUMONT, HORACE WILLIAM, Chearside, Manufacturer's 
Agent May2at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

BLOORE, ALBERT FREDERICK, Stockton Brook, Staffs, 
Farmer May lat iz Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 
Staffs 

sOWEN, J T, Gilbey rd, Tooting, Hos'er May 2 at 11 
York ri, Westminster Bridge rd 

Bowyer, HARRY, Bridgwater,Carter April 30at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

CHAPMAN, WILLIAM GEORGE, Lea‘ herhead, Surrey May 2 
at 11.30 132, York rd, Westmin.ter Bridge rd 

CHERRY, JOHN WILLIAM, Caddington, nr Luton, Bootmaker 
May lat 12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

CHISLETT, HENRY SAMMAN, Deddington, Oxford. Draper 
April 30 at 12 Bankru >tcy bidgs, Carey st 

COOK, 4TANLRY, North End rd, Fulham, Confectioner 
May 2 at 1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

DI CAMPO, ANTONELLO POSTORINO, Southfields, Wands 
worth April 30 at 3 182, York rd, We.tminster 
Bridge rd 

FAIRY, WILLIAM HENRY, Chatteris, Cambridge, Draper 
May 1 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

FISK, DAVID DANIRL, Swinefleet, nr G ole. Painter 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

FORRER, CHARLES LESLIE DUNCAN, Regent st May 2 at 
11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

GREEN, D&METRIUS, Pembridge rd, Notting 
April 30 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HANCOX, JOHN, Walsall, Coal Dealer April 30at12 Off 
Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 

HEDGES, WILLIAM THOMAS, Arundel st 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HEWITT, GkORGE, Chester, General Dealer April 30 at 12 
Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

HILL, WALTER, Hoe st, Wa 'thamstow, Boot Dealer 
3) at11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hopeson, ERNEST FRANCIS, North Ormesbv, nr Middles- 
brough. Cartman April 30 at 12 Off Rec, Court 
chmbrs Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

HORNSBY, RICHARD, Towcester, Northampton, Baker 
April 3)atil Of Rec, The Parade, North impton 

KNOTT, WALTER CHARLES, Wallington, Surrey, Insurance 
tlerk April 30 at 11 132, York rd, Westmi: ster 
Britge rd 

LANE, HENRY EDWARD, Birmingham, Baker April 30 at 
1230 Roskin chnbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

LENNOX, CECILIA GEORGINA SUSAN, Chichester, Spinster 
April 30 at 2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, 
Brighton 

LENZBERG, JOSEPHINE. Brondesbury rd, Kilburn 
11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LEVER, SAMUEL ani REGINALD Lever, Prestwich, Lines 
Taxi-Cab Proprietors May 1 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom 
st, Manchester 

LOWE, FRANCIS VOLTAIRE, Manchester, Paint C »ntractor 
April 30 at 3 Oif Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

LYONS, THOMAS CHARLES, Plymouth, Tailor May 5 at 
3.45 7, Buckiand ter, Plymouth 

MeLRos®, Harry, Trout In Yiewsley, Midd!x 
12 Off Ree, 14, Bedford row 

MERRIMAN, AUGUSTUS BOYLE CHAMBERLAYN®E, St John 
st, Finsvury, Barrisverat Law May 1 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

MoRGAN, EDGAR JOHN, Deri, Glam, Grocer May 5 at 
1!.30 Of Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, 8t Catherine's 
st, Pontypridd 

OWEN, Henry, Barry, Glam 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff P 

ROBERTS, HOWARD JAMES, Smethwick, Staffs, Tailor April 
30 at 12 Ruskin chmbra, 191, Corp ration st, Bir- 
mingham 

ROBINSON, JOHN SCHNABEL, Newport, Salop, Clerk April 
30 at 11.30 Olf Rec. King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

LOWE, ROBERT EDWARD, Halwell, nr Totnes, Farmer May 
1 at 3.45 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

RUSSELL, GEORGE WILLIAM, Newton Abbot, Devon, Baker 
May 1 at 11.30 The Globe Hotel, Newton Abbot 

SAUNDERS, THOMAS, Malmesbury, Wilts, Coach Builder 
April 30at 11 Off Rec, 38, Regent cir, Swindoa 


132, 


May 1 


Hill Gate 


April 30 at 11 


April 


Mayt 


April 30 at 


Fish Dealer Aoril 30 at 12 





204th Year of the Office. The 
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Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
Heap Orrice: 


| N FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED 1710, 

63, THREADNEEDLE ST., Ec. 

Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 


| PLATE GLASS. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager, 





Scorr, Joun Linpsay, Jermyn st May 1 at 12 Bank: 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SEARLE, GEorGE Mount Radford, Exeter, Tobacconi-} 
April 30 at 11 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

SIMKIN, DANIEL, Goswell rd May 1 at 1 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

SMITH, WILLIAM, Nottingham, Grocer May 2 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park at, Nottingham 

TALBOT, CHARLES FREDERICK WALTER, Oxford, Revistrar 
of Births and Deaths May 2 at 12 1, St Ald ite’s, 
Oxford 

TANNET®-WALKER, ARTHUR TANNETT, Leeis May 1 at 12 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

TANNETT - WALKER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Meanwood, 
Leeds, D:rector of a Limited Company May 1 at ll 
Off Kee, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Topp, JESSE, Bardney, Butcher May 6 at 12 Off Rec, 10 
Bank st, Lincoln 

TURNHAM, RoBERT COATES, Kentish Town rd, Estate 
Agent Maylatil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WAINWRIGHT, ALBERT SIDNEY, Hyde ter, 'Tollinzton Prk, 
Surveyor April 30at11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 
t 


at 11.30 
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WEINBERG, Goprrey, Fulbam rd, Tailor Apri! 30 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Weston, OLIVER, Brighton rd, Croydon, 
Broker May 2 at 12 132, York rd, 
Bridge rd, 

WHITLOCK, WALTER, Market Harborough April 30 at 
3.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
WILLOUGHBY, GEORGE HARRY, Manchester, 

May lat 3% Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

WIT NALL, W and E, Maidenhead, Outfitters May 1 at 12 
Off Rec, 14, Bedford row, London 

WooLuey, HENRY CHARLES WooTTON, Plymouth, Scho»l- 
mister May 1lat3.15 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

ADJUDICATIONS, 

BALDWIN, CHARLES EDWARD ALBERT, Commercial 
Limehous:, Baker High Court Pet April 17 
April 17 

BARNARD, JOHN WILLIAM, Staffor!, 
Stafford Pet Mar 27 Ord April 19 

CHAPMAN, WILLIAM GE RGE, Leather.ead, Surrey Croy 
don Pet April16 Ord April 18 

Day, WILLIAM. Chelteoham, Dairyman 
April18 Ord April 18 

GAD-BY, FRANK CALLADINE, Carlton, Notts, 
Nottingham Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

GLADSTONE, WILLIAM CHARLES, Rivington st, Shoreditch 
Warehouseman High Court Pet Jan 4 Ord April 17 

HANCOX, JOHN, Walsall, Coal Deal r Walsall Pet April 
16 Ord April 16 

HEAL, Cxpt WILLIAM Henry, Cambridge High Court 
Pet Dec 18 Ord April 18 

HepGes, WILLIAM THOMAS, Mipledurham, Oxford High 
Court Pet Apri! 18 Ord April 18 

Hewitt, GrorGe, Chester, General 
Pet April 17 Ord April 17 

fiILL, WALTER, Hoe st, Walthamstow, Boot 
High Court Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Hopason, ERNEST FRANCIS, North Ormesby, nr Middles- 
brough, Cartman Middlesbrough Pet April 17 Ord 
April 17 

HovseRs James B, Sydenham, Kent Croydon Pet Mar 
28 Ord April 17 

JACKSON, ARTHUR EDWARD, Norwich, Merchant's Clerk 
Norwich Pet April18 Ord April 18 ; 

KING, JOHN MATTHEW, Glastonbury, Horse Dealer Wells 
Pet April18 Ord April 18 ve P 

LENZBURG, JOSEPHINE, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn, Wid mW, 
High Court Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

LEVER, SAMUEL, and REGINALD LEVER, Bispham, 
Biackpool, and Prestwich, Lanes, Taxicab Proprietors 
Salford Pet April16 Ori April 18 

Lyons, THOMAS CHARLES, Plymouth, Tailor Plymouth 
Per Aprii 17 Ord April 17 

McLACHLAN, GEORGE, Manchester, Toy Merchant Man- 
chester Pet Mar 31 Ord April 18 

MILLER, ORLANDO EDGAR, Isleworth, Middlx 
Pet M:y 91912 Ord Mar 18 

NEWMAN, Harry, Brighton, Undertaker 
April 18 Ord April 18 

Pym, MARTIN, Great Yarmouth, Baker 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

RODERICK, DAVID MORGAN, | Ystradgyniais, Brecon, Painter 
Neath Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

SEARLE, GEORGE, Mount Radford, Exeter, Tobace nist 
Exeter Pet April18 Ord April 13 

SHIELDS, LEOPOLD THOMAS, WILLIAM SHIELDS, and 
ALFRED KDWARD SHIELDS, Green st, Upton Park, 
Tobacco Dealers High Vourt Pet April 5 Ord 
April 19 

SIMKIN, DANIEL, Goswell rd High Court Pet Mar 29 
Ord April 18 

SULIVAN, MARGARET HAMILTON RITCHIE, Ascot, Berks 
High Court Pet Jan 17 Ord April 17 

SWANSTON, CHARLES BeRTRAM, Pall Mall 
Pet Mar 27 Ord April 18 

Topp, Jxrss®#, Pardney, Linc:, 
April 18 Ord April 18 

WAINWRIGHT, ALBERT SIDNEY, Seven Sisters rd, Surveyor 
High Court Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

WooLLEY, HENRY CHARLES WoorTrToy, Plymouth, School- 
master Plymouth Pet April 10 Ord April 17 

Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 10; 

BEAUMONT, REGINALD SYLYESTER, Kingston on Thames 

High Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Jan 7 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 

MIpELFoRT, Gustav, Park village East, Regent's Park 
High Court Pet Novi4 RecOrdJan15 Adjud Feb 
Res. and Annual April 18 


Public house 
Westmiuster 


Architect 


rd, 
Ord 


Farniture Dealer 


Cheltenham Pet 


Barman 


Dealer Chester 


Dealer 


Brentf rd 
Brighton Pet 


Great Yarmouth 


High Court 


Butcher Lincoln Pet 











